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INTRODUCTION 
IT may be a Surprige'to ſome, to ſee an, Anſwer at this time, 4 
2 Pee that ſa long, a-go oblig'd. the World: But vhen - 
Nature of rhe and the common Outcry at preſent COncur- 
ling with it ſhall be conſidered, together with, the Galen 


made u | 
indeed. been fully * anſwered already) the Wonder will gesſe. 
INDEED I think. Zis high time ta give over. mute | Criminey 
tions, and Aud y the Thi s that make for, Peace- Que Diviſions 
done us unſpeakable. Miſchief already, and brought; uy mare, ta 
once to the Brink of Ruin; and there, was a time of f ERH 
when our Brethren promiſed to come a Teuer with us, but 
when the Time of making good this Promiſe will. eme, we fan 
wiſe enough to foreſee, We acknowledge that there ate ſhmneamgng. 
them, even of the {| bigheſt. Orders, that temember theſe rer 


be to ſee their Example have 2 more diffuſive . Influenoe!s © 

glad to ſee all their wiſÞand good Men ſotbeat their n Aver, 

which as N can have no other Ellect,. k 

— us to the Malice of the +, ant and Wicked, and alienate the 
inds of the Good on both ſdes from ene another. ? Whereas. men, 


* » 
7 . Condeſcention, To, 27 12 pea N 
avioun, wou'd bring us to 4 better Acquai with sach o 
ther, and a gearer Agleemem ; wou'd better ere Chriüan 
Charity, and more improve . „ 1 104407 ene 2454 
AND tho". Mr, Norris is pleas'd. te make himſelf merry 
the Vanity of the Diſſentra, in expecting the ſame Iudulgence from 
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account of / it, as if it were unanſwerable ( thuꝰ it has | 
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and wou d be glad to make them good. And hom glad e f 4 
Effed,. but F ; " 


l 
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with | 


incoln's Speech on Sacheverel's Trial. I Ibid. — 
222 as | . theie 
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their Bretbren, as the Government has allow'd them, and to ridi- 


cule their Hopes of healing, complying, and moderate Diſcourſes from 
them, yet ſuch e been every whit as pertinen 
and a 1 Expreſſion of his Charity, than his Legend 
Methodius and the Bulgarian King. This indeed may ſerve to in- 
form us, that in his — he wiſhes us well, but I can ſee no good 
Opinion, no. favourable; Hopes concerning us in our on, fo 


* 


much as inrimated by him. No more Charity fot us, than for the 
ee Magy, Who, Ferant we, may be ſaved by quitting 
e 


the ruinous Condition are in, whilſt 56 temaining as we are, 


| ſeparated from their Body, are by him given up for loit, - Where-- 
as Charity, as deſcribed by the doſes * thinketh no Evil, but be- 
mol? 


lieveth all Things : ever puts the favourable Gloſs on the 
Actions of a Fellow Chriſtian, that they will bear, never- paints 
them forth in their moſt odious Colours, is ready at making the 
beſt Excuſes it can, for what it may not be able wholly to juſtify. 
This is what every Body in his own Caſe expects, this is what 

lf-love prompts every Man to do for bimſelf, and what Juſtice 
mould inciive him to do for his Neighbour. And does not Mr. 
Norris expect that I ſhould think him juſt to his own SEntimencs, 
and conſcientious in his Conformity, why ſhould he judge other- 
wiſe of me in my Non-conformity ? Doth he not expe@ that I ſhould 


think him capable of judging for himſelf? Any one that reads his 


Bock ſhall be left to determine. Why ſhould he not allow me to 
have à like Opinion of my Capacity? He is confident that we are 
"chargeable with the Guilt of Schiſm. I am perſwaded the Guilt 
lies chiefly on their fide, tho' I dare not ſay I am wholly free from 
blame. I know of no Prejudices to ſway my Judgment, yet I will 
not ſay I haye none. Now what is to be done in this State of 
things? Would Mr. Norris take it well at my Hands, to charge 
the whole Body of Conformiſts with the Sin of Schiſm, with tearing 
the Church in pieces, and thereupon repreſent them as Men not 

to have the Favour of the Government, nor Chriſtian Treatmens 
from their Brethren ? Sure he would not. Yet this is the very 
charitable Method he hath taken with us. He will have it that him- 
ſelf is in the right and we in the wrong, and thinks this will autho- 
rize him to make ſuch a Repreſentation of us as he has made, and 
that he is very charitable in doing it. Whereas had he conſider d 
more throughly the Extent of Chriſtian Charity, he wou'd have 
hop'd the beſl concerning us, he wou'd have conſider d that him 
ſelf may have ſome Weakneſſes that he wou'd have excus'd, may 
commit ſome Miitakes which, he expects ozhers ſhould overlook, 
and would have made ſuch 4towances to conſcientious Diſſenters for 


theirs, as himſelf in his own Caſe is ready to expect. He would 
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ve been glad 


the ſame Aale, minding the 1 Ta and think it no other _ 


ana Duty of Juſtice, t ill that wherein bey are otherwi 
inded, ſhou'd be made known to them. This we declare to 
t Temper and Conduct towards our Brethren : and can t ſee but an 
Diſcourſe from Mr. Norris, wou'd have been much more 
Wſonable and ſerviceable, and a much greater Expreſſion of his 
harity, than a Repetition of the odious Charge of Sbiſ m 
THIS hath been often'drawn up againſt us, and pieſt with as 
zuch Farnth as nt be us'd, and with as much Strengeh)as the 
rgument would bear; and I can't ſee Mr. Norris has offer'd any 
ing New to convince us, or made any Improvements upon the for- 
er Argument, We remain yet perſwaded, that we are free from 
Guilt, at leaſt as free as Imperfect Chriſtians can hope to be, 
this Lifg. We hope we are no more favourable to our ous 
han Gog@&#Men may be in ſuch Diſputable Matters: And tho® 
e wil at pretend to Juſtify our ſelves before GOD, yet we may 
emad, I think, Equitable Treatment from our Brethren, and 
however confident they may be of the Goodneſs of their own 
Fauſe, they wou'd admit it poffible for themſelves to be miſtaken, 
kt leaſt that they wou'd not run us down for a pack of downright 
oc, or worſe, becauſe our Underſtanding is not of their Size, We 
pretend not to be free from Errors, but we hope we have none but 
what proceed from our Weakneſs, and' which we hope God will 
racioully forgive: If our Brethren can ſay, and make it a 
they have none ſuch, tuou'd go a great way in deciding the Con- 
troverſies between us. But we don't hear they make any ſuch Pre- 
tenſions, and as long as they do not, methinks they ſhou'd allow 
us the right to judge for our ſelves, which they themſelves claim. 
THEY can't be more confident that we'are in the Prong, than 
we ate, that they are not in the Right. If the Strength of Argument 
in their Opinion lies on ons ſide, our Opinion is very different, We 
know of no Natural or Religious Right, they have to judge for us, 
any more than we for them, If they have Books on their ide never, 
anſwer d, we have ſuch on our. If theſe deſerve no Anſwer, "tis 
as eaſily (aid of theirs, and as eaſily prov'd too. And tis an unrea- 
ſonable Fondneſs for our own Opinion and Party, that wou'd in- | 
duce us to thiuk, all in a different Sentiment, are either intolers ' 
ble Fools, or Villains. We can't think Mr. Norris has given a much | 
kinder Repreſentation of us, when he ſo civilly F Arraigns the o- 
vernment, for the Favour ſhewu us. Were this Temper com- 
mon on 8 Sides, what a Schiſm wou'd it indeed make be- 
tween us pi 
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* x Phil, 3. 15, 16. + P. 29, 30, 1. 
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not be ſuppoſed by them to be miſtaken, without being 


without their overlooking the Common Frailties of Humane Na- 


2 

6 ) : BE. Leg 1195 
and that, after ſerious Deliberdi 
in arfia] Faquiries, that te Ten 
iN, . What thep *.M | 


W are firmly pe ad 
und frequent and (as we'think) | 
ok Miniſterial Conformity ate imply Unlaw 


we E pelting our Brethren with Evedt ives, 


* 
* 


&ying our againſt them, as à Body of Men void of all Co J 
aud Fe, and chen jolt our elves, by pretending 95 


mere Charity and Compaſſion; tis to canvince them of, their Hel 
que thy %gs to bring em over to our Party ? I can't think ou 
hren Won'd eſterm this Conduct grateful I am ſare they 
not beet 4 little impatient under the meer Appearance of ſuc 
Treatment. When Dr. Calamy gave only an Hiſtorical Account 
the Senſe of the Ejected Miniſſers, and the Arguments by whid 
themſelves were determined to Nor- conformity, without any.diredf 
Charge upon our Brethren, farther than was implied in heir 
Defence, how loudly were we told of the 4buſe given them. Yet 
*rwas never his Thought, nor theirs, nor ours, that wife and goe 
Men wy not kave a different Opinion of the Matters in diſpute 
We thank GOD for many ſuch in the Church of England, and 
for Mr. Norris among the reſt, Conformity is to us 4. Sin wy 
dare not commit our felves, but yet we do not think it ſo hei- 
ous, as to alienate our Affections rom thoſe among. our Brethren; 
that in their general Behaviour appear to be Men of rea! Probity 
and ſound Religion. We are willing to entertain the molt favou- 
rable Opinion of them, and to make the beſt Excuſe, where we 
think they Err. I can't ſee why we may nor juſtly expect the 
Tame Candid and Chriſtian Treatment from them; nor why el map 
0 5 0 ut being guilty 
tke odiout Sin of Schiſm, at leaſt in that groſs Senſe wherewith ſome 
of our Bretliren delight.to Charge us: Nor why they ſtou d be 
ſo careful to wipe their own Mouths clean, and lay all the blame 
upon us. I am ſure if there be @ Schiſm between us, they will 
never be able wholly to juſtify themſelves. | 
YET wedo not blame them for uſing their beſt Endeavours 
to doit, Eve Good Man hath a Natural Right, whea he 
pleaſes, to render x Reaſon to the World of his Behaviour, and the 
Grounds on which he proceeds. But I can't think an Man has 
therefore an Authority, to Viligie and run down his Brethren of a 
ferent Opinion, with. Titles of Reproach and &, or charge them 
with Crimes they diſavow, This can have no tendency to units and 
Zea?, but on the contrary to provoke and expoſe. *Tis what no 
Good Man cou'd like in his own Caſe. Tis a Treatment which, 
our Brethren themſelves cannot bear: Nor can it be given by any, 
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f 
b 
] 
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ture, without their entertaining a very high Conceit of themfelves 3” 
for it not only implies a Man's certain Terſwaſion that himſelf is in the 
rigbe, but it looks much like a Pretenſion to Infallibiliiy, and a 
Congeit that dis impoſſible for him to be in the wrong. 1 

* 7 


I . therefore that Io atters' 
* — dead to 
0 che thi s WNRETEIN WE ee, 
bor. ft they think fr bd rice in = | 
Mul ies — Behaviour to be fure EO ang I kne 

| ay not have the ſame Liberty the Government is | 
dur them with an pfablifmene, - I can't underftabd, 125 


one another with Crimes, which in the ber gol 15 

truly Pious on op Sc do certainly abhor, wg 

+ degree neither Side _—_— cke I am ſure A be 
very way for the Honour of Religion, © for the Maat Mans, 


ſtain. „ 

AN Honeſt Men can't go'againſt the Light and Pe erſusſign afhis 
Mind. He can't comply where he Mal- Compliance Unlaw- 

nor where he doubts whether it be ar no. —— 

hy one good Man may nat bear with another, in acting agreeably 

o the Perſuaſion of his ECL when every one knows how 

prievous tis to himſelf under Reſtraints, and how natural- 


4 25 
dy ang. Hymorous, — * 

not comply ich a acſhip, which aur Bret bk 
Famer, | nd re che Gloria de a . 15 
ice w e b 7 

ar wt erh ber Me . e 


i 9 — — bs about A of ſo much greater 


- | whereig we this 
. more 3 Weir us, e if i Feng es 2 2 4 (oh 


-, 


i ou d de envied an Allowance. But F Kno] my 
Hel pſpel, for them or us to red into intem | 
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vr the Pe re of me ' Church, Ea the Promcting iba, 8 | 


ring denti ments abput,ſoia{ler 22 


19 


* 
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r eo ieee edi ere 29 l 
| ute of it) to agree in our Opinion and Practice | 
Dingo jo Relig, eee eee Oe io 
9 JT if we muſt, after all, have the Reproach of Schiſm gon 
; nued, | and any of our Brethren will think themſelves authorize 
to chai E Us, as Diſturbers of the Peace,, a Nuiſance to the Publ 
and unfit to be Tolerated in any Community; we will forgive al 
pray for them, but they muſt not impute it to us as a Criue, thi 
we modeſtly labour to whe off the Charge, or to take out the 1 
greffions made upon the Unthinking by ſuch Diſcourſes. This 
That hath Prjncipally induę d me to Reply to Mr. Norris. I hay 
I hall d0 it in a way that will not juſtly offend him, qr mani 
any thing of a Spirit unlike what I have been commend Wl 
| he hath to ſay ſhall be preſently conſider d, when I have meg 
tion d to thy Brethren, that poſtolical Rebuke of an aſſuming Ten 
per, that very early began to diſcover it ſelf, * Who art:thou thi 
judgeft another Man's Servant. 3 1 


nnn... 


EN PF SOR 'F . * 


= conſidering this Charge, I ſhall labour to retrench every thing 
which I conceive unneceſſary to the Diſpute, + Mr. Norri 
lomewhere tells us, if Angeli were to write we ſbould have few Folio 
I apprehend- every thing to the purpoſe in his Piece, wou'd haw 
lain in much lzfs room. I ſnall not therefore take much notice 
the Occaſion, on which he tells us *rwas written. Tho” I am ap 
to think he hath both ways miſrepreſented the Senfe and Argu- 
ments of the Diſſenters. I do not remember that any of them t 
ſert, that themſelves and the Members of the Eſtabliſhment all 
upon || Equal Terms. I can hardly believe Mr. Norris underſtoos 
them to have expreſt their Mind in this manner. {|| Doth not h- 
tell us they ſtill acknowledge the Church Eſtabliſed, when ' they 
plead for no more than à Legal Allowauce for themſelves. Sure hg 
does not think them ſo weak, as to imagine that this Jaft, is e 

to the former. But if he means that as they have Laws to Eſtabliſh 
them, ſo we have a Law to Authorize our Aſſemblies, and that 
made by the ſame Authority, we do aſſert that we are in this res 
ſpe& upon Equal Term, and hope that in the Sequel of the AF 
gument, we ſhall be able to make good the Aſſertion. 

NOR do I remember that I ever mer with à Diſſenter, hg 
thought the Law of zilowance, wou'd & remove the Guilt of Sehiſl 

from us, if we had been truly guiky before, And that for this 
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eee e | 
Neiſon, that Sin 34 4 Crime ariſing from the Tranſgreſſion.of 
Yoine Law, ether Fariane Laws interpoſe or no. A Man may 
de guilty of it, where no humane Laws determine am thing either 


way.” And if he be not guilty by Fresch df « Divine Law, mo Law 
of Man cui faften 2 n him. This I think is the eneral 
Jenſe of the Difentert, But if Mr. Norrit has better Acquaintance 
ith their Sentiment, we'll move no Difpcultieb upon this 
ad, nor diſpute wie they he had ſuch òecaſion given him on, 
but directly cofffider how the Charge uübn us 1 be made good. 
. NOW ve find it drawn up under two Heads. In the firſt we - 
are to v'd ScHſpraticks, hecauſe tho'-we tre freed from Pe- | 
Maltiet and Proſernt by the Ad of Albrancc, yet not * from the 


| | 1 
DBltgation of the forme? Laws, + The Attempt is(to prove 
8 Fung 5 


ks by Vittne of Divi Law, if pap, or of 

yer humane Laws be taken off by the AA of Liber. Hach 
eie ſhall be fairly examin'd by us. Tho? tis the Jaff alone that 
ou'd thruſt home; ſeeing that if we are tot made &biſmaticłi by 
he Breach of a Divine Law, no Ooligariony merely humane-can bring 
under that Guilt. They may incred/t our Guile, but they-can'e 

by themſelyes make us guilty, Nor therefore can they excuſe 
„s from the Guilt of & him, where by a' Divine Law we are 
% Pouncetl guilty. Sothat Mr. Norris is mifiaken, whew he thinks 
„ine Diſenters make the Law their Rtfüge, becauſe they give up 
re heir Cauſe as loſt upon orber Principles, and admit their Separa- 
0 ion, otherwiſe to be without Cauſe or Eatuſt. I hope the con- 
Ray will be made. to appear” before we have finiſhed this Argu- 
+ Wment. We plead not the Law as an Excuſe from the Sin of Sbiſn, 
ut from the Obligation of former humane Laws, and how juſtly 
I be preſently made to appear- We wou'd not undervalue the 
u Tarou of our Superior, not leſſen our Gratitude by narrowing thelt 
rant. And as Mr. * No#tis can't forbear admiring that thoſe Men 
odd now value themfelves ſo much upon a National Liberty, 
that had once ſuch low Thoughts of a National 'E/tablifhment, 10 
e thinkit ſomewhat ſurptjzing, for Men who heretofore laid ſo 
uch'Streſs upon Laws 88aihit Diſeiters, both in their Argumente 
Hand Proſecutions, to put fuch à Slight ap one in thefr Favour. In 
ſhort, we hop'd that regard to Authority would have'ptevail'd with 
them to ceaſe their Clamours and Criminations ; and: we do by our 
Plea of the Toleration, give them to underſtand, 'that we are no 
; Wonger diſobedient to humane Authority, which we always e- 
' Fteem'd their moſt powerful Argument, tho“ we now think it 
vreſted out of their Hands. 4 | 
AND now let us ſee, how we are able to repel Mr. Norris's 
Chafge againſt us under his frſ# Head, This we ſhall do by ma- 
ing it appear, that his Arguments don't prove us ſtil], under the 
r — ! : 

* To p. 90. f From p. 99, Ce. F. 11. *P 3& 


A, 


Ob- 


Obligation of former Laws, notwithſtanding the 4 of ALLOW. 
ANCE, and then by offering ſome better Arguments, as we think, 
in proof of the contradiſtory Propoſition. „ 
Firſt, WE will conſider the Proof given by Mr. Norris of the Pro- 
poſition laid down. And here he is pleas'd to make a great many 

nice. Diſtinftions, and explain ſeveral curious Terms of Art. Bel 
* diſtinguiſhes between Laws and the San#ions of them, and 
+ fpends much Labour unneceſſarily in proving, that he does not 
diftinguif without a Difference ? || He is pleas d alſo to inform us gf 
the Difference between Permiſtons and Allowances, Diſpenſatiom 
with Laws, and Abrogations of them, and to let us know that 2 
Toleration falls ſhort of an llowalce; an Allomauce, is what 
leſs than a Diſpenſation, that this ſlill comes ſhort of an H- 

gation or full Repeal. He informs us alſo that the Hands of the 4 
Law may be held, when its Mouth is not ſtopt, or in plainer Terms! 

that the Penalty by which the Law is enforc'd, may be taken off , 
iy — the Authority of the Law continue, and its Obligation beſ 
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BUT of what uſe all this is, unleſs to puzzle the Ignorant, ot 
afford ſome little Entertainment to the curiouſly Learn'd, I can't 
underſtand. For all may be true that Mr, Norris has advanc d- 
with ſo much Niceneſs, and made good with ſuch ſtrong Reaſons, 
and yet he be nowhit nearer the Proof of his main Propoſition. There, 
may be ſuch Diſtin#ions made, and there may be ground for theſe 
Diſtindt ions. Actions may be tolerated where they are not allowed, 
Laws may be diſpens'd with, where they are not fully repeal'd, 
pome Laws may continue binding, when the Penalties by which 
they were enforced, are removed. But the aſſerting or eſtabliſhing 
theſe Truths, will not prove em pertinent to the particular Cafe, 
unleſs rhe Conſequence be neceſſary, that ſuch things may be, there 
fore in the Caſe under Conſideration they muſt all hold good. 
Whereas there be two things to be alledg'd here that will at leaſt 
prove, the Matter may be otherwiſe, and therefore that all this La 
ur has beea little, or nothing to the ,,, 
Firſt, Mr. Norris admits, that in on Caſes, the Removal o 
_ the Penalty, may be a Repeal of the Law, and he has not prov* 
that the former Laws, which he aſſerts to be ſtill obliging, are 
not ſuch Laws. Ie | 
Secondly, WERE this allow'd, he has not made it evident that 
the Ad of ALLOWANCE, has no farther Effect than the reme 
ving the Penalties of former Laws, and I hope we ſhall in the Pro-! 
ceſs of this Diſcourſe prove the contrary, Bs 
Firſt, I ſay Mr. Norris admits, that in Laws purely penal, tha” 
Removal of the Penalty, repeals the Law : at leaſt he ought to ad. 
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nit it. * For theſe Laws, he fays, havg only a Diej: 

ation, and when they are in ful Force, leave us at Liberty whe- | 
her we will do what is requir'd, or omit it and ſuffer, and are e: 
ally ſatisfied either way. When therefore the Penalty is remov'd, | 
ne Liberty of doing or omitting muſt remain as before, or which 
ll one, we are not oblig'd to do what is requir'd, that is, the | 
not aw is repeal'd, for where we are under no Obligation to comply, 
Where can be no binding Command to obey. Seeing therefore by 
fr. Norris's Leave, there may be ſuch Laws as become repeal'd, 
the Removal of the Penalty, what has he ſaid to pro 2 the 
aws whoſe Penalties were 6 e owns) remov'd by We ASof 
LLOWANCE, were not /uch ? Why be has given us ſuch an 
count of the Nature of Pexal Laws in general, as will deſtroy 
nat he allows, by admitting no Laws purely penal at all: For 
et yet to take notice of what he ſaith, of their Obligations be- 
ng wholly digendive, he doth in f another place aſſure us, that 
is wholly from the Intention of the Law-giver that any Law be- 
orFomes purely penal. Now here he muſt be underſtood of the In- 
Vt Wcntion as expreſt and declar'd, for in this Caſe if ever, Non appa- 
r Idem eſt ut non eſſe, a conceal'd Intention can afford no Direction 
% the Subject about his Obedience. And the Declaration muſt be 
re, Wade either in the Body of the Law, or by ſome other Method, e- 
e Dually prblick and of equal Authority. But where-ever it is made, 
4 Import and Signification will be, that the Subject by ſubmits 
1 ing to the Penalty, may free himſelf from the Obligation to the Dus» 4 
hy enjoin d. Now at firſt Appearance, it wou'd look very odd; 

or Law-givers to give aLicenſe to Subjects to tranſgreſs their Laws, 

f they will pay for it, and to buy off their Obligations to Duty - 
nd in my Opinion the very Suppoſition doth alſo deſtroy it ſelf. 
for I thought all Puniſhment, properly ſpeaking, muſt have been 
or a Fault, and every Fault muſt be the Tranſgreſton of 2 Laws 
uffering Puniſhment therefore ſuppoſes the Man to be an Offender, 

ut here ſuffering Puniſhment proves him free from all Oftence ; - 
i ecauſe the Obligation of the Law being only dis junct ive, muſt be 
Snſwered by a Compliance either way, and where the Obligation 
St the Law is complied with, there can be no Tranſgreſion. 
AND farther, I don't think upon Enquiry that any humane Law, 
ban be ſuppos'd to have ſuch disjun#ive Obligation, For 
L conclude humane Laws have no binding Authority, any 
nner than they are fed to maintain or promote the Publick Good. 
is true in Mattezs wherein I am not a capable Fudge, 1 am to be 
guided by the 12 — the Legi/lative, and take thoſe Laws to 
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pound in Conſcience to obey. And if they are manifeſtly contrary 
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in which caſe I am oblig d to ſerve the Tublick, or at leaſt to for. 
bear giving it Diſturbance, though to my awn hurt and 


_ ſhou'd be 2 Penalty annex'd to an humane Law, ſufficient to com- 
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to this grand Intention of aj} Laws, I may be oblig'd ,to bear the 
Penalty threaten'd, out of regard to the Publick which y ſuffet 
more by my. Oppoſitian than by my ſubmitting to an un 


ro 
But it's not from any Authority of the Law or Lawrgjvex, t * 
am under ſuch an Obligation, for where I am under no Oþpliga- Wil 

tion from Authority to obey, I can be under no Obligation 9 05 

fer for Vifobedience, Fot I can never be ablig'd to, ſuffer Fx. 
niſhment, without being faulty, and I gag gever be in a Fault 
where bim under na Obligatioꝶ to nee, which I take 
to be my Caſe with ae to all Laws, manifeſihy prejudiei- 
al to the Publick, ſinee the Publick Good is certzinly che Meaſur | 
of all humane Authority. But if this be admitted (and I hope 
Mr. * Norris will not contradict himſelf in Oppoſition to me) 
Then Actions are to be prohibited by humane Laws, only as they 
have a Tendency contrary to this great Purpoſe of them. Andi 
this being allow'd, I can't ſee how any Law-giver, can free his 
Subjects from their Obligation to Obedjeuce upon ſubmitting to the 
' Penalty, no not tho? the Penalty inflicted. may repait the. Wrong 
the Community ſuſtains by the Tranſgreſſion: For no bumane Aut bo- 
rity can warrant me to hurt the,Publick in one Inſtance, upon a Pro- 
fpe& of my making Reparation in anotber, Tho? therefore there 


penſate for the Damage the Community ſuſtains, by the Breach of it, 
yet could not this take away the Obligation to avoid that Fault, 
nor can any humane Law for this Reaſon be admitted to have 
ſuch a disjun#ive Voice or Obligation. p27 Hip 1 
IN ſhort, every humane Law that is plainly and viſthly miſchie- 
vous to the Community, is ipſo facto, void of all Authority and ob- 
liging Power, and every Subject wou'd ſin againſſ God, that ſhou d 
obey it. Tho', as I laid above, he may be ablig'd to ſubmit to 
the Penalties by which tis infor d. And I take the Cafe of Laws 
that ate manifeſtly trivial, and have no good Tendency at all, to 

be alike, as to their Authority and obliging Power, tho? I can't fag 
a Subject fins in Compliance here as in the former Caſe, and he 
may be oblig'd. ro ſubmit to the Penalties by which theſe Laws are 
enforc'd, for the Realons above ſpecified, if he will not be obedi · 
ent, Of this laſt kind we have many Laws in England unrepeal'd, 
whoſe Obligation is vacated by theix owni{eleſneſs, ſuck as that 
relating to dying with Logwood, the Butts to be kept in ever Pariſh, | 
the Age uf Calves to be kilPd, &c. Now under theſe two Heads, via, 
of Laws manifeſtly hurtful to the Publick, or elſe as manifeſt 

trifling and uleleſs,:I reckon all thoſe to be that are puraly duel 
thar is, ſuch as do not oblige to Obedience, when yet they may bring 
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inn no Crime or Se 5 for inſiſting on the Refermation 
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1: W-0ng themſelves or, for their Non-compliance 
u ith Ceremonies, which i r of the Impoſers were 7 57 
vent, void of all poſizzve Dec in, ho and therefore 
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It with their Faith by, or 2p copahGovernment. I am ſure 
r Law-gjvers have declar be cont iuu ing Kt nay Obligations of 
is Law is not for the Publick Good, when — made the Act of 
LLOW CE to Unite Her 2 s Proteſtant Salis Eße- 

19. and Affection, plainly implying, that former Laws 
ad been IneffeFual, 7 therefore Uſeleſs, * to the Purpoſes they 
ended to aim ar, | 
W BUT if they were Penal Laws, wee ſhall have hu, Norrit's leave 

> think, that the removal of the 5 * is a virtual Repeal of the 
aw And therefore that we are.ndw no more oblig'd to Obedi-' 
nce, than ye are to ſuffer for Diſobedience. But, 

Secondly, LET us luppoſe that theſe Laws were not purely. 
enal, but that before the At of ALLOWANCE they were oblie 
ing upon Conſcience, what has Mr. Norris ſaid to prove their 
Wont Hming Obligation? * Why he aſſures us, all the Toleration can 
Wo for us, is to free us from the Penalty not the Fault of Nonconn 
ormity. We are Sinners till, but we have now a Legal Impunity. 
| — the moſt encended, & Kae, he will allow the Word Tole 
at | 
I can't forbear obſerving here, bow the Learned differ about the . 
aſe of Words. + We have been . loudly told of late, that it 
Indulgence we have, and a Legal Inps „, but no Toleration, 
r. ;. Norrs on the contraty tells us tis a eration, and ſpends 570 
ly Pages in proving, that for that Reaſon, tis no more than a Le 
al Indulgence, and Impunity. The Gentlemen I believe nay call 
recancil'd-on this Head. But methinks the Argument 
ate to prove, that tis no more than a Legal — — 2 at 
| de ſame time argue Mr. Nara to have Ipent a great deal of in- 
Wer tinent Pains in the Controverſy. ( hope the Expreſſion may be 
14 8 given, I dou't Wm in) hay) we are now. n n 
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not a Word of Toleratigg in the Law, and we acknowledge I 
and can't for that reaſoff ſee why Mr. Norris ſhou d take ſa much 
pains to narrom our Legal Privileges, by ſifting the Senſe of a For 


rr it ſeems is a rage to hu ops 39 
BUT ſeeing the Meaning of both is the ſame, whatever theig 
Diſagreement may be in Terms, let us ſee how Mr. Norris has mac 
good his Chirge., * © y 
AND I can find but one Argument us'd by him, or at moſt ang 
with an Appendiæ, to make good this Aſſertion. * Their Churgh 
he tells us is ERablifbed, therefore we can have no more than 
Toleration (in his Senſe) or a Legg! Impunity. But here the Que 
ſtion is, What Mr, Norris means by an Etablifhment ? 1 Why ul 
Church has ſeveral Legal Privileges, an 4uthorized Liturgy, Ariel 
and Canon. But may Gere not be ſuch an Eſtabliſhment, and ye 
the Diſſenters have a Legal Allowance too? I don't find any thing (aid 


by nim to the Contrary, and am perſuaded that —_ a Review he 
will find himſelf to have taken for granted, the Matter in Dij/pute, 


I can't ſee for my part why the National Church may not have Le. 
gal Privileges, why its Liturgy may not have the Commendation of 
the Legiſlative, and both it, and Canons and Articles made binding 
upon 2 as are Members of it out of Choice, and yet the ſame 
giflature may give Liberty ad Alowanct to other Churches of 
differing Form and Conſtitution. ¶ Mr. Norris indeed wou'd have it 
implied, that former Laws =p. ay Members of the State, te 
be Members of the Eftabliſbed Church alſo, are yet unrepeal'd, and 
in full force, and this (if from the Connexion of his Diſcourle we 
may ſpell out his Meaning) is his Notion of Eftabliſbment. Now 
were this the true State of the Caſe, we would make no difficulty 
of owning the Conſequence, that therefore we are ſtill Offenders 8 
 gainfſt the Laws of the State: But he had no reaſon to think we 
wou'd yield his Aſſertion, without cogent Proof. Has he advanc'd 
any thing then for Proof of it? Nothing, unleſs his bare telling 
us, that the Laws of Uniformity are ||j 1 ns will be admit 
ted as ſuch. But is the Argument valid, that they are unrepeal'd 
therefore they are in full force? By no means, Mr. & Norris hims 
ſelf harh inform'd us, that there may be a Diſpenſation, that wi 
Pop the mouth of the Law, and render ſuch as contravene it Inn 
cent, without an abſolute Repeal Suppoſing therefore that the 
Laws, that once did enjoin Conformity, - ſtand unrepeal'd, yer if we 
have a Diſpenſatian by the ſame Authority for our Diſſent, I hope 
we may be Innocent Perſons, even in the Senſe of the Law. I find 
nothing advanc'd by Mr. Norris againſt this, unleſs a bold and pos 
fitive Aſſert ion, that an Eſtabliſbment on one hand, and an Allows 
on the other can't conſiſt. And taking Eſtabliſhment in his Senſe, | 
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d they cannot; but to take it for granted, that the Cuurch ia 
Pablifbed in his Senſe, notwithſtanding our Legal ALLOWANCE. 
that the Laws enjoining Conformity are ſtill in force, and bin- 
Ig upon us, and then vehemently to aſſert, - that we cau'd not be 
llow'd hae. were Eſtabliſhed, was but the putting a bold face 
it, and relolving to carry the Point by poſitive Allertion, and 
re downright Aſſurance. IN 
IIS plain that he ought not to have taken this for granted, but 
have prov'd it. And 'tis as plain, that he cou'd never have 
ov'd it, For it is a known Maxim in Law, that where two 
avs are Contradiftory to each other, the laſt muſt in tantum (as 
r as they are Contradictory) Repeal the former. If therefore for- 
er Laws prohibited our Separation, and a later Law allows it, we 
ill take leave to think the former as to us, muſt at aft be diſs. 
7d with, unleſs there be no Contradidtion between a Prohibi- 
pn and an Mlowance as to the ſame . If a former Law ſaid 
du ſhall Conform to the Church of England in your Worſhip, and 
later tells us you have an Allowance to form diftin# egations 
dr worſhipping in your own way, we ſhall have the to 
unk, this laſt removes from us the Obligation of the former 
| . And let him * — as long as he pleaſes, the National In- 
fiſtency between an Eſtabliſhment and an Allewance; fince we 
: _ Allowance by Law, tis notour Bufineſs to make out their 
abliſhment. FN » Bas; re 
BUT do we not * confeſs their Church to be Eftablißed? We do, 
it not in Mr, Norris's Senſe, not as much as ever hath been, 
nd yet we own ſuch an'Eſtabliſhment as might very well content 
W-2/onable Men too, and ſet them above all Temptation to envy 
e Diſenters, or contract the Favour of our Zegiſlature within 
zrrower Bounds, than we are perſuaded they deiign'd it. 1 — 
have the Supreme Magiſtrate for a Member of their Body: They 
have large Legal Revenues and Privileges, "which we do not envy 
hem : They have the two ' Fountains of Learning appropriate to 
emſelves, with the Endowments. defign'd for their Sup- 
Wort: They have a great Body of the Clergy for a fanding Branch 
f the Legiſlative, who have a Common Concern to take care of 
he Intereſts of the whole Body, r. The 
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3 e we think ve 
de rable Branches of an Efabliſbment in which we have no fare. 1 
in't ſee why our Brethren cannot be contented with all theſe Pri- 

ileges, without forcing the Diſſenters into their well-compa#ed 
Body, or without Penal Laws leaving us at their Mercy. . Theymay 
pretend tis in Love and -Kindnefs to ur, but if they wou'd be 
pleas'd to turn the Tables, and ſuppoſe themſelves in our Caſe, 
hey wou d not be fond of ſuck loving Trhearment. Many may vent 
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may be offer 'd for 51 inter Ad d Clauſ n ch in the Fete dd 
55 alledg d by him, then his will not be od hg e and ti 
there will be no Jheth of Conkraqiction, between þ our 60 ontinujng Ob 
gation tõ pay Ththes,' and ou? Pen ce to diſſent. 1 
NOW there is as I conceive this obyious Renton, __ e 
chat without it the National Frame had been at once difſolv 
leave it to others to gels what Multitudgg - wov'd elſe Have qult⸗ 
ted the Church,” and chme over to the Diſſenters, I wean, 1 che 
had 12 0 bern exempted from paying Tythet.. If 47780 & out 
Legi flators ad any. to maintain Nations 555 Kirutih 
- (which We allow) dhe y. ! not haye Gee 22 | 
"NOR cou'd Wy Difſenters eſteem mth nfo erting it by 1 1 0 
on them ; becauſe thay. knew the I their Eſtat d 3 
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pn is eaſie and natural) then Mr. Norris's Inferenes is nat neceſ- 
ary, from our Obligation to pay Tyzhes to our Obligation. to Con- 
ormity,” no, no more than from our Obligation to pay Taxes, And 
hen, notwithſtanding-all ſaid by him on this Head, the Diſſenters 
nay both be exempted from the Penaley of Laws and their Oblige- 
jons too. denn. N. bat £3: "ja! 
AND thus have we conſidered every thing of Argument, ad- 
anc'd by him, to prove us ſlill under the Obligation of former - 
aws, notwithſtanding our Legal Liberty. But before we paſs gn 
d our Proofs of the Contradifory Propoſition, we mall rake the Li- 
derty to Remark upon one or two Things, in Mr. Norris's, Diſcourſe, 
vhich ate very obſervable. "vide e 
AND here the * Cenſure he is pleas!d to paſs on the Govern- 
nent, even for the Meager Indulgence which in his account they 
ave given us, is not to be overlook'd. When with ſo much Me- 
eſty and Deference he tells them, *tis a jon, whether they have 
not done more than they ought. L coufeſs it has often rais d my 
onder, how the Notion ſhould ſo generally prevail among Eccle- 
aftics, that Magiſtrates are oblig d to enfbrce by Civil Laws, what 
they wou'd bind upon Conſcience, and to eſtabliſn by Penaltits of 2 
ivil Nature, that Power which they aſſumè in Siritualt, and how. 
We aſily Princes have been impos'd upon by the ſpeciqus Sounds of 
nity and Peace, and prompted to cefiroy Thouſande of their Beſt 
SubjeRts, and waſle the ne Countrien. When the Trace wou'd be 
uch better kept if the Clamour made by them wete fuppreſt, and 
the greateſt Church Unity to be hop'd' for in this World, wou'd 
be much better ſecur d by a generous Liberty for ChriSians, (and 
perhaps for Infidels living Sober and Juſt, and behaving themſelves 
ike good Subjects) than by rhe Magiſtrate's Application. of the 
Sword and wholſome Severttie!, according to the Caprice of their Au- 
'mours, for in that the mighty Noiſe muſt at laſt Center. ITis not 
an Union upon CHRIS T's Terms, but their own, for which they 
have ſuch a mighty Zeal. 4: ME: $29 
BUT Mr. Norris muſt be allow'd to have expreſt himſelf upon 
chis Head, with great Caution and Tenderneſs. He ſays, There 
+ ſeems to be a Truft repos'd in the Magiſtrate, to defend and ſe- 
cure Unity of Faith and Vorſbip, among Chriſtians. But Appearances 
are not Proofs, and if other Perſons have different Views, they 
may depend upon the Goodneſs of their Organ, as well as he. 
And becauſe this will fall more directly under Confideration, 
hereafter, I wou'd only here ask, What is intended by that Unity of 
Faith and Worſvip, which the Magiſtrate ſhou'd maintain? Dork 
he mean that every Supreme Magi rate is under an Obligation, to 
force his Subjects to receive the ſame Articles of Faith, and comply 
with the fame way of Worſhip which himſelf affects? This wou'd 
= — — — — 
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zs oblig'd to maintain Unity, by taking care that the ſame Modes of 


without doubt have a mighty Effect towards the promoting and 
ſecuring Chriſtian Unity For then we ſhou'd have Ca{viniſm Ella 
bliſh'd under à CalviniFicaPMagiltrate, -Arminianiſm by a Remon- 
#rant, the Hierarchy by à Prelatical one, and Miniſterial Parity by a 
Presbyterian,--iNay, we ſhou'd upon theſe Terms have Fopery ſet up 
by one devoted to the See of Rome, and Mahometiſm by a Votary of 
that Se, but perhaps Chriſtzanity ( ſtrictly and properly ſo called) 
no where at all. And wou'd not this be a Method highly pro- 
moting Chriſtian my ? BY er wt 

OR doth he mean that the Magiſtrate in one Chriſtian Community, 


Worſhip be obſerv'd, and the ſame Articles of Faith be profeſt iy 
hi Dominionsg as in other Parts of the Chriſtian World. This wou'd, 
* without doubt, be the moſt direct way to a General or Cathslic L- 
nion. And I can't ſee why the Magiſtrate mou d not be under equal 
Obligation to do zhis, as to eſtabliſn a Worſhip in his Dominious a- 
greable to his own Mind or Model. For tis unqueſtionably true, 
that the Unity of the Church, as a Sacred Corporation or Body, is a6 
much broken by a Diverſity of Rites and Modes of Worſhip in 1 
ral Nations, as in the ſeveral Churches of the ſame Nation. And up- 
on theſe Terms I can't ſee, but either we inuft have the Worſhip 
of Rome or Geneva (as far as may ſeem fit ) or they ours. Nor 
can it be avoided, but that the ſeveral Aſemblies of the National! 
Church, muſt in their Vorſbip be reduc'd either to the Cathedral 
Form, or the Turochial. Surely theſe don't agree more one with a- 
nother, than the laſt of them doth with vur Form of Worſhip. 
Bur if it ſhou'd be alledg'd both of theſe are Branches of tne 
Eſtabliſhment, and therefore may be both obſerv'd, what then be- 
comes of the Magiſtrate's Obligation to maintain Unity in Worſbip f 
Doth not ſuch Talk plainly imply that Unity of Vorſbip may conſiſt 
with very great Diverſity in the External Form, where the Magi- 
 Nrate pleales to favour ſuch Diverſity; And may not the Vor- 
ſhip of the Diſſenters be Adow'd, yea, and Eiabliſh'd upon theſe 
Terms, and yet the Magiſtrate's Obligation to maintain Unity, be 
aalwer'd? 7 * | | | = | 
BUT Mr. * Morris tells us, if there ought to be 2 Toleration, 
then there ought to be no Eſtabliſhment, Perhaps we will not ſay, 
there ought to be a Tbleration, and what then? May not the Ma- 
giſtrate have Power to beſtow ſuch a Favour for good Reaſuns, with- 
out being oblig d to grant it, If he may, this will ſufficzently juſli- 
fie our Legiſlators. And ſeeing they have been kind to us, we 
 wou'd fain free them from Blame if we can. We have indeed ob- 
ſerv'd before that Mr. Norris is always fond of making an Eſla- 
bliſhment fignify a Command to comply with that way of Worſhip 
the Magiſtrate favours. Buteven in this Senſe, I deſpair of ever 
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tz. WY ſeeing this 4ſertionof bit prov'd : For the Command may be in 
x. WW force, the Subject may iin in refuſing. to comply, and vet the Ma- 
giſlrate may remit the Penalties (which is Mr. Norris's Senſe of To- 
jeration) and that by a Law too. He may for wile and good Ends 
flacken the Execution of the Law, and forbear exacting. the Penal- 
ties, when both are in full force, and no Reaſon can be aſſign'd, 
why he may not Repeal the Sanction, and that by Law too. This 
may be done when the Publick Peace requires it, for the Hardneſs of 
Mens Hearts, as Mr. Norris knows a * certain Law he refers to 


, was heretofore, And we are content he ſhou'd think our i Obſſi- 
in nach needed ſuch 2 Relaxation, rather. than have any Scope gi- 
d, ven him, to La our Legiſlative, for doing what they ought 
0 BUT to come cloſer to his Aſſertion, let us ſuppoſe, there ouphe 


to be a Toleration, - js he ſure of the Conſequence that then therg 


> can be, there ought to be no Etabliſbment f Why then let him 
2; reſt aſſur'd there ih no Eftabliſbment, there ought to bz none: For 
that tnere ought to be a Toleration, has been invincibly: prov'd by 
p. the Author of the Letter for it. And I can't butsobſerve hete with 
ip what a ſlight Piece of Sopbiſtry, Mr, Norris has impos'd on himſelf, 
„and made an imoginary Triumph over that Author, When he la- 
a WJ ours to prove, An f Univerſal Liberty of Conſcience, muit deſtroy 


it ſelf. But where doth the Author of that Letter, plead for ſuch 
a Liberty, i. e. A Liberty of doing whatever the perſwaſion of a 
Man's Mind ſhou'd didtate to him. This is Mr. Norris's Senſe of 


„e of Conſcience, but not that 4uthor's. What he pleads for, 
,. is a Liberty for all Yertuous and Peaceable Subjects of a State, to 
{| worſhip God after that manner, which they are perſwaded is moſt 
00 #27eable to his Will, and for that reaſon moſt pleafing.to him. Now 


neither he nor thoſe that are in his Sentiments, wou'd make any 
Difticulty about the Magiſtrates uſing the like Liberty: But it can 
never follow from thence, that the. Magiſtrate hath Authority, 
whenever he will plead Conſcience for it, to reduce his Subjects by 
force to his own Religion. I allow indeed that Mr. Norris's Conſe» 
quence from his Premiſes is juſt, and that ſuch an Univerſal Liber- 
ty as he talks of wou'd deſtroy it ſelf 5 but I am ſure no ſuch 
Liberty is pleaded for by the Letter for Toleration, however | 
Confident he ſeems, that what he hath here advanced, is 
N to Overthrow , all the Neaſon and Agument of that 
e Her. } Tag | Wii 1 oy: — 
AND now every thing Material in this part of Mr. Norris's 


„Charge has I think been conſider d, and his Arguments manifeſted 
18 be Inſufficient to eftabliſh his Aſſertion. We may be at leiſure 
now to proceed, | 
: = 8 FE 4 . — : f 
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Secondly, TO offer ſome better Arguments in proof of the con- 
tradictory Propoſition, viz. That tit more than a mere Impunity, that 
the Diſſenters have by the Law of ALLOWANCE. For, 
© Firſt, IIS more than once expreſly ſaid in it, that our Aſſem- 
blies are PERMITTED and ALLOWED. Now Mr. * Norris him- 
ſelf is fo kind as to acknowledge, that an Allowance gi ves us a War- 
rant to act. Tho“ he ſeems to me to contradift himſelf in the 
ſame Sentence, and deſtroy that Notion of Eſtabliſhment which | 
he has cart ied thro' his whole Diſcourſe, and which ſeems to 
have been his fundamental Miſtake, For how an Eftabliſbment can 
at the ſame time enjoin and require, what by a later Allowance we 
are warranted. to omit, is what I can't underſtand nor reconcile. 
The Law Mr. Norris tells us requires our Compliance with the E 
Nabliſnment. and yet the Law at the ſame time doth expreſly allow 
us todootherwiſe, which in his Senſe is to warrant or authorize our 
doing otherwiſe. For my part I can't think the Law can, utter 
ſuch Conzradiions, and require me, for Inſtance, to give conſtant 
Attendance abt my Pariſh Church, and yet give me Liberty at the 
ſame time to worſhip in a diſtin Congregation, after a manner 
ſomewhat different, and legitimate or authorize my Behaviour, by 
a poſitive and expreſs Allowance or Warrant, The Law therefore iſ 
allowing our ſeparate Aſſemblies, muſt at the ſame time allow us to if 


ſeparate; or which is all one, meet together for Worſhip a-part | 


from the. Members of the National Church. I hope Mr. Norris will 
not here retract the Senſe he has put upon an Allowance, but if he 
doth not, he muſt change his Notion of Eſtabliſhment, For 3 
Legal Allowance will not conſiſt with an Eftabl;/bment in his Senſe, 
tho* in ourt it will; and chat ours is the Senfe of the Law, is noto⸗ 
rious, becauſe the Law tells us expreſly we are allow d. And we 
will gire them leave to put what Senſe they pleaſe upon their B- 
ſtabliſbmeut, if they will but afford us the Allowance granted by 
Law. Whether this Law be juſt or unjuſt is not the preſent Diſ- 
pute (tho we will undertake to defend it, whenever occaſion 


mall be given) but what the Senſe of it is: which is here truly 


5 given, and we can never think our ſelves legal Criminals, in ſepa⸗ 
fat ing from the National Church, when we have an Allowance by 
Law to make the Separat ion. | | | 
IF it ſhou'd be objected, that the Law uſes two Words, which 
. Mult have one and the ſame meaning; and therefore the Allowancg 
can ſignify no more than a Permiſion, or in Mr. Norris's Senſe 3 
Toleration: He himſelf:has been fo kind as to help us over this 
Difficulty, by informing us that a 4 Permiſion may be either of 
Right or Fact? A Permiſſion. of Riglu, he tells us, is the ſame 
with a Diſpenſation, which is the ſame which we mean by an Al 
| lowance. For if I have a Legal Warrant for contravening a for- 
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er Law, that Law as to me muſt be dip d with. * fm iin of 
Fat he tells us may be either the bare nos bindring the Fact, or the 
endring it impunible. f This laſt he tells us is the ſame with 
Toleration- wt 3A 571% 120 un 
BUT now if Permiſſion be a Word ſo ambiguous, we cant think 
x natural to interpret Allowance, whaſe Senſe is more * 
1;ſion, whole Signification is much more general and vagous. very 
{lowancs is cerrainly 4 Fermiſion, and therefore what is albw's 
nay well at the ſame time be ſaid to be permitted; but this wil 
hot hold the other way. Every Permiſſion is not Allow ance, nos 
an what is merely permitted, be ſaid. in tolerable Propriety to be 
llow'd.. Tho? there be therefore Variety us d in the Expreſſion, 
hope we may have leave (according te the common Ules of In» 
2rpretation) to fix the Senſe of the more general Word, by that 
hich hath a more determinate Signification : And therefore that 
e may take the Permiſſion afforded: us for a Permiſſion of Right ao 
ording to: Mr. Norris, for an ALLOWANCE accarding to the 
aw, which we are willing ſhou'd be our Guide. | 0 
TO which let it be added, that in our Diſputes with our Bre- 
hren about the Terms of Ainiſterial Nonconformity, we ate com- 
oaly told, that the Words of, the Laws are to be taken in the 
oit favourable Senſe, Now why the Maxim ſhould not be as juſh 
nd proper in this Caſe, I know not, unleſs ir be taken for granted 
hat the Law is never to be underſtood in the more favourable Senſe, 
xcept when that Senſe is on their ſide. But 16797 
Secondiy, WE are alſo taken under the Prote#;on ' of the Govern» 
em in our ſeparate Aſſemblies, And if we may judge of the O- 
inion of Law-givers concerning the Nature of Crimes prohibited; 
y the Penalties denounc'd, our Legiſlature do not make any great 
Diſlinction between giving Diſturbance to our worſhipping Aſfem- 
lies and thoſe of the E/tablifoment, ſeeing both 
enal. And can it be thought that by 
ade criminal, when a later Law has made this Declaration in 
avour of our ſu 1 At firſt bluſh, this 
dth not look probable: - But I am ſure this is more than a Legal 
punity. For we may be freed from the Penahies of former La 
ithout a Legal Declaration that jt: hall be equally penal, ai 
herefore criminal) to diſturb us in our Separation from the 
ſtabliſhed Church, as to ditturb tha Members of the National Body 
emſelves in their Worſhip. Nay, it can confiſt with the 
iſdom of any Legiflatwerto make it ſo criminal to diſturb Tranfe 
eſſors in their open and publick Difobedience to abeir: own La wf 
t tis paſt [Diſpute that ve may be declat d free from Legal Pemals 
fort our Crimes, without hab ing it deciar'd ctiminat to give ud 
diſturbance in then | NPE Pe 
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Right to do it. 


equally penal to diſturb our Aſſemblies as thoſe of the Eſlabliſumem 


call Ring - leaders of the Separation Mr. Norris will not be diſpleas'd 
ſerving ſeveral burthenſome and chargeable civil Offices, and therei! 


wile Government is to be ſuppos'd, to exempt any Srbje#s fron 


Exemption. By Capacity I underſtand Honeſty, as well as Ability 
diſcharge the Truſt. Now that we are capable of bearing ui 
Veigbt of ſuch Offices, and doing thereby ſome publick Service, u 
will ſuppoſe our Brethren good natur'd enough to allow, 
therefore that we are not exempted for our Incapacity. It mu 
therefore be the Opinion of our Legiſlators, that we ate doin 
more Service in attending to the Duty of our preſent Station. B 
this can never be their Opinion of thoſe whom they look upon 
the while as Tranſgreſſors of their Laws, and avowed Encpurage 


c 22 J 
Tr it be alledg'd that tis not made crimina! but penal only, this 
| take to be a Self-Contradition. Nothing can in my Account be 
made legally penal, but what is. criminal, And beſides if it be 
not, neither is it criminal to diſturb the Aſſemblies of the Natio- 
nal Body; for the Law in both Caſes is alike eæpreſt, and makes no 
Liſtinctions, and where the Law doth not diſtinguiſh we have no 


{ 


: IF it be urg'd that *twas neceſſary to take us under the Prote#; 
on of the Government, to prevent our being inſulted and mob'g, 
and to ſecure to us the free Enjoymeut of. the Irnidulgence given us 
which yet was given for the Hardneſs of our Hearts, and not to fret 
us from Fault and Blame, yet this ilill is more than mere Impu 
nity. But even this will not avoid the Thruſt of the Arguments; be- 
cauſe if we are in the Senſe of the Law ſuch Criminals as Mr. Nor 
rit has repreſented us, it can't be accounted for, why it ſhould be 


It may be ſaid indeed that a leſs Penalty wou'd not have ſecνẽ 
ws 3 we allow it, but yet *twas very eaſy to have denounc'd at 
higher againſt ſuch as diſturb our Brethten. | 
TO me it ſeems plain that our Legiſlators, having experienced 
the Miſchief-done in general by Impoiitions upon Conſcience, an 
the natural Tendency of theſe, in conjunction with penal Laws, tof 
divide and alienate Proteſtants, and thereby weaken the general In 
tereſt, were reſolv'd to leave all ſuch at Ziberty to act — 
the ſeveral Perſwaſions of their own Minds, diſpenſing. with for 
mer Laws, tho' they did not repeal them, becaute the Privileges o 
the Eſtabliſhment were declar d and ſecur d by them, which they 
were willing to maintain, as far as wou'd conſſt with ſuch a L 


berty. But 161. 5 Rl 

rh THERE is a Legal Reward given to thoſe, whom if! 
I mean the Diſſenting Miniſters, They are by Law exempted fror 
are privileged above the Common Members of the Stats, Now 1 
bearing Office in the State, but upon Suppofition of Incapacity, d 


of their being more uſefully employ'd ſome other way. For no o 
ther Reaſon can be aſſignd why ſuch as are capable ſhou'd have th! 
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cving the Obligation of former Laws, is to me unintelligible. 


23 
of others in their Tranſereftons : Unleſs we cau'd ſuppoſe them ts, 
think their own — 2 to the Publick, which I take to be 
an Inconſiſtency. | | «7 
AT leaſt, this is ſomewhat more than a Legal Impunity.. *Tis a 
Privilege with which many of the beſt Subjects are not favoured, 
Yer | am perſwaded Mr. Norris will not ſay 'tis a Puni/oment on 
hem, to be obliged to ſerve h/ Offices, from which we ate ex- 
us'd and exempted. But if it be not, then when we are priwileged 
above others, there is ſomewhat given us more than à Legal Impu- 
ity, even a Reward (leſs indeed than what is given the Members 
pf the National Church, yet not a contemptible one) for the Ser- 
ice we do the Publick by our Miniſtrations in ſeparate {ſſembli 
which cou'd never be, if theſe Aſſemblies were in the — 
he Law criminal. And ' 

Laſtly, LET it be added, that the very Deſign of the Law, as ex- 
reſt in the Preface, is to give eaſe to ſcrupulous Conſciences, and that 
or promoting Union among Her Majeſty's Proteſtant Subject. Now 

can't underſtand how this Law cou'd give Eaſe to our Conſcien- 
es, without diſpenſing with former ones, that requir'd Conformitys 
Dur Purſes and Perſons might be eas'd indeed, by a mere Exemption 
rom Penalties, but how our Conſciences ſhou'd be eas'd without re- 


or, doth not Mr, Norris even now, charge us with Diſobedience 
o former Laws? Are we not by thoſe Laws, ſtill bound in Con- 
cience to conform, in his Opinion? But if our Conſciences gainſay 
his, upon Reaſons and Grounds which to usſeem ſufficient (howe- 
er weak and fanciful we may be repreſented for our Pains) what 
aſe have we for them, by this laſt Law ? Indeed, if we have 4 
gal Allowance for Separation, we may be eaſy in chooſing that 
pay of Worſhip, which out Conſciences approve and recommend as 
ot agreeable to the Mind of GOD, exprels'd in his Word, and 
Q the Temper and Genius of the Chriſtian Religion. But no hu 
nane Law cou'd free us from the painful Doubt, whether ſuch 2 
ay of Worſhip were not to be prefer d tho? probibited, and yet on 
e other Hand ſuch a Prohibition might hold us in uneaſy Suſ⸗ 
nce, whether we cou'd lawfully uſe it, in Oppoſition ta our Nu- 
rs Commands, Now as long as we were ground between theſe id 
ilſtones, how was it poſſible for us to be eaſy ? Our Perſwaſions 
oncerning the manner wherein GOD is to be worſhipped, we 
ou'd not lay aſide, The Magiſtrate cou'd revoke his Command, 
nd nothing elſe. cou'd give us Eaſe. Seeing therefore, this was” 
e avowed Deſign of the Law of Allowance, it ſeems evident to 
e, that we are diſpens'd with as to the Obligation of former Laws, 
nd therefore are no longer Legal Criminals by our Separation. 
IF to this jr ſhould be objected, That the Magiſtrate cou'd not 
y any Legal Relaxations give eaſe to out Conſciences ; becauſe At- 
umeats of another kind may be urg d upon them, ſuppoſing for- 


d with, We ſay in reply, that we have no pur- 
= to extend their Favour, farther man their Power to grant it; 
it only be allow'd, that they defign'd to give a real Eaſt to 
Conſcience by the Law diſputed, and I am confident that the Infe- 
youce will be neceſſary, therefore the Obligations of former Law 
Conſciener are RepeaFd, and the Laws Diſpens'd with; which 
Þ all we ate concern'd* to prove againſt Mr. Norris, and alli tha 
after him wou'd perſwade us, that it gives no more than a Legal 
_— Whether we are oblig'd to fall in with the Etabih| 
ment, by other Arguments foreign to all Conſideration of the Map} 
ftrate's Power,, Mr. Norris hath given us occafion to confider unde 
the — Head of his Garge, whither we are now at leiſure to 
w him. 
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PART II. 


X ND here we are attack d with a — Argument indeed 
An Argument that with dextrous Management, has built uy 
the Glorious Church of Rome, and is at preſent one of its beſt S 
ports, viz. The UNITY of the Church. But the Miſchief of it 5 
that this charming Word is of ſo looſe and various a Signification, ſi 
that tis not eaſie to know what is meant by ir, nor where the for 
of the Argument therefore lies. For without going to Rome, it 
Sweden Church Unity has ons Signification, in England another, is 
| Scotland one different from both. Now in which of theſe Signif 
cations, are we oblig d to obſerve Church Unity. Mr. Norris with 
out doubt will tell us, as tis underſtood in England. But horn 
comes the Engliſh Church to be a Pattern of Unity to us, above all 
others ? Hach ſhe kept ſo clole to t he Sacred Rule, and the Apofts 
lical Example, in her Worſhip, Diſcipline, Rites and Ceremonies 
Are there na Rites omitted by then, that were in Uſe in the Apo- 
Folical Churches? No Rites now us'd by them, that were in 250 
times unknown? Are they ſure Baptiſm was never then admin 
Ared, but with their Supplemental Sign of the Croſs ? Were ther 
no publick Miniſtrations then, but in Sacred Habits ?* Were the 
fame Superſtitious Forms us d in Confecrating Places for Worſhif 
and Church Utenſils? Were there the ſame Tofiings to and fro d 
the Prayers in the FPublick Service ? Is it certain to a Demonſtrati 
on, that all Miniſters were then confin'd to a particular Form d, 
Prayer, determinate, not only- as to Senſe, but Expreſſions allo, ; 
* them in variable? Did the Stripture Biſbops prefide av 
Hundreds of Churches? Did they exercife a Monarchical Power, i 
their Divceſes, without Conſulting or Adviſing with their Pres! 
ters? Had they Civil Courts, Judicatures, Officers? Did th 
proceed againſt Offenders in a ciuii manner? And yet enquire 
| | P 
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aſs Judgment by Proxy, and that a Lay-Proxy too, without ta- 
ing Cognizance of the Affairs themſelves? I believe none who 
look into the Holy Scriptures, or the yet unanſwered impartial En- 
quiry into the Conſtitution, 8c. of the Primitive Church, will believe 
all theſe things. ' | | 
BUT if all or moſt of theſe, are Deviations from the Rule and 
the Primitive Pradice agreeable to it, hoW come our Brethren to 
ſet up this Model, as the Standard of Unity? What, do they depart 
in more Inſtances than one, from the Scripture Rule, and Pri- 
mitive Pattern, and yet do the Scriptural Commands of Unity ob- 
lige us to comply with them? I can never believe it. Efpecially 
when they are ſo much at Variance among themſelves, about the 
Nature of Church Unity and their own Conſtitution. Whilſt ſome 
of them have given broad Hints that they are for an Union with 
France and Rome, and others juſtly abhor the Propolal. Some 
reckon the Supremacy of the Grown next to High Treaſon againſt the 
more awful Power of the Biſhop, and are ready to charge their own 
Biſhops with a tame and treacherous Schiſm for yielding to it, whilſt 
others eſleem it the Glory of the Reformation. Some are for the 
Biſhops Exercile of a Monarchical Power and Rule, and others like 
ſancy Presbyterians wou'd mate their Bifhops, and challenge a 
. ower with them in the moſt Sovereign Acts, viz. thoſe 
epiſlation. * 
BUT if they were better agreed among themſelvet, why muſt we 
„rather follow their Faſhions in Vorſbip, than thoſe of Sweden, Hol- 
"112d, or Geneva? If it be ſaid, becauſe the Magiſtrate interpoſes with 
. his Command, that Plea under this Head is imtertinent, and hath 
been already ſet aſide. If it be ſaid, becauſe we are Members of 
h the ſame Civil Commumity, I wou'd fain know, wheie the Scrip- 
| ture Command in relation to Church Unity is to be found, that 
makes it neceſſary for ai! the Churches within ſuch Civil Bounda- 
vie,, to worſhip GOD with the very ſame Rites and Ceremonies, 
rather than ſuch as are without thoſe Limits. I have always hi- 
verto underſiood the Church as a Body to be a Sacred Community ſe- 
ected our of all Nations, within the Sound of the Goſpel, and by. 
Profeſſion devoted to the Service of GOD and their Redeemer. *Tis: 
ertain that the Church Unity ſpoken of in Scripture, even in the 
Texts quoted by Mr. Norris, has Reference to this Body. This 
"Ws that Tone Body into which we are baptiz'd, this is the Spiritual 
W | Houſe built on the Foundation of the Apoſtles, &c. This is the 
ee Flock under the one Shepherd CHRIST JESUS. The Body of 
bon he is the * Saviour and 1 Head, Now I cau't lee but the Li- 
y of this Body is as much broken, by a Diverſity in Rites and Ce- 
emonies in Worſhip, or by differem Models of Government in the 


See 
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Churches of ſæveral Nations, as in the ſevera / Churches of the 
Nor do 1 ſee why the Froteſtant Chutches abroad, may not pt 
our Brethren as cloſely, with this Argument of the Churches Uni. 
27, 28 they can preſs us. Sure I am that our Brethren of the 
Church of England are as much requir'd to ſeek and maintain .- 
nity with other Proteſtant Churches, as we are to unite with them, 

NAY, ſeeing Mr. Nowis aſſures us, * all poſhble Unity is con- 
manded, I can ſee no Remedy but that either their Church muſt be 
Rrip'd of all its Gaudineſs and Pomp in Worſhip, ang of all its H. 
erarchical Powers and Glories, that it may deſcend to the Geneu 
Model, or elſe that they muſt all go the length ſome of them do to- 
wards Rome, and fetch over all the lawful and laudable Rites of 

that Church, that they may have a cloſer Union with her. 
IN ſport, either this Argument from the Unity of the Church, 
will oblige the whole World of Chriſtians. to an Obſervation of 
the ſame individual Rites and Ceremonies in Worſhip (for what rea- 
ſon can be aſſign'd why we ſhould conform to then for maintaining 
Unity, rather than hey to other Chriftian Churches) and then! 
can't ſee how any Churches or Chriſtians in the World will eſcape 
the Guilt of Schiſm : Or elſe we muſt ſeek ſome,other Notion of 
Church Unity than what Mr. Norris takes up with ; or elſe all 
Breach of Unity is not Schiſm, at leaſt in that groſs and criminal 
_ in. which it is charged on us. Unity in Worſhip may there- 

ore be as plainly and I expreſly requir'd as any Religious Worſhip 
at all, and yet the Diſſenters may be as free from the Guilt of 
Schiſm as their Brethren, 

NAY, our Brethren may be moſt guilty, notwithſtanding all 
the fine and ſpecious Talk we have from them concerning Church U- 
nity. And I am perſwaded J can fully prove this, if all Breach 
of Unity be the Sin of Schiſm. As will be evident by this Inſtance, 2 
which will all along ſpeak its own Propriety and Fitneſs to the Ar- t 
gument before us, In the Lpoſtolical Age we find the Chriſtian In- 
ſtitutions to have been ſimple, plain and ſpiritual, and void of all fe 
external Pomp and Gaudineſs. In theſe both the Jewiſb and Gen. 1 
tile Converts ſhou'd have agreed and acquieſc'd. But the i, * 
Chriſtians cou'd not be contented with theſe plain and manly Inſli- { 
tutions. They were for blendipg Fudaiſm with Chriſtianity, and 
for introducing the Childiſh Pomp of the a, into the 1 


Chriſlian Worſhip, whilſt the Gentiles kept to the Redeemer's In- © 
alitutions. Now, here was certainly a, Breach of Unity, i. e. 3 F 
Schiſm in Mr, Norris's Senſe. But I wou'd fain know who were P 
the Sch;ſmaticks, thole who adher'd to the naked Inſtitutions of the] 0 
Redeemer, or thoſe who werg for garniſhing them with the ChildiÞ * 


Ceremonies of the Jewiſb Worſhip? *Tis obvious to every one who 


* — * 
9 — „ ” — — * * — 5 * 
. = 14 T3 IF % #".. 4 _ - * "ws @* 


*P.68. f P. 91. 


were 


were chargeable with Gujk here. But *twas Furavdneſ added to 

hiſm, for the i Chriſtians to obtrude rhei Fancies and 
Additions on the Gentil Converts. And it wou'd have been worſe 
Nill, if they had interdicted them from their Communion for Non- 

"i Complianc, | e e 
VET this is the length our Brethren run, that charge us ſo loud- 
+ (8 {7 with the Sin of Sbiſn, and that with a much wotle Grace than 
„che Jews heretofore might have done it. For they had's fond Opini- 
„ WH onof the Ferpetuity and Inmutability of the Fewiſh Conftitution, 
and thought the Rites of rhatWorſhip neceſſary to be' continued and 
F WJ complied with, becauſe it-once had a Divine Appointment. Where- 
as our Brethren aſſure us they look upon theirs to be wholly Tndif- 
ferent (which is in plain Engliſh, thing: which ſignify en in 
WW Worſhip) tho? by being impos'd they undeigo a Wonderful Franf- 
mation, and become mighty ornamental to it. Bur let them re- 
duce Chriſtian Worſhip to the Primitive Simplicity; lex us be admit- 
ted Members of the Body of the Church, upon the Original Terms, 
and then if we comply not, let them fling the odiont Charge of 

Shiſm at us, with as much Severity as they pleaſe, © © 
UT tis obvious to me, and indiſputable, that if every Breach 
of Church Unity de the El of S:hiſm in the groler Senſe, the 
Guilt muſt be at their Door, who make new Terms of Chriſtian 
Communion, and obtrude them upon others who adhere ro the 
Scriptures, and maintain, that as long as our Worſhip'is conforma- 
ble to the Rules given in Scripture, and to the Prafice of thoſe . 
Wo Primitive Believers, who followed this Rule, we can never be 
charg'd juſtly with breaking the Unity of the Church, nor there- 
fore with the Sin of Schiſm, as Mr. Norris has laid the Charge. We 
are confident that our Brethren are as much oblig'd to be one in 
WH their way of Worſhip, with theſe Primitive Believers, as we can be 
to be one with them. And both they and we are rather oblig*d'to 
follow the Rule of Worſhip laid down in the Scriptures, than any 
Primitive Examples. Whilſt we adhere to the Rule, our Guide is 
infallible, but no Examples, no not of Apoſtles themſelves in all In- 

ſtances, cou'd make theſe Pretenſfichs. a+ ' 
BUT Mr. Norris is plezs'd to tell us of Church Unity in another 
Inſtance, which if duly attended to, will help us ta juſter Natio 
of Unity in Worſhip than any laid down by him, viz. Unity of Faith. 
For doth he think, can he think it neteſſary to this Unity, that 
Perſons ſhou'd have all the very ſame Apprehenſions, about all, Ar 


» 


9 is a Breach of Unity and the Sin of Hereſy, whether it be in 

atters eſſential to Chriſtianity or not. If this be his Notion, hour 
many Hereticks muſt there be throughout the Churches? How ma- 
ny in the Communion of his own Church? Indeed who. can eſcape 
the Charge? For I believe there are ſcarce two Chriſtiahs in the 
World, who have ventur'd to try their own Faculties, thar in all 


D 2 things 


ticles of Belief relating to Religion, and that the leaſt Difference in 


tain 


* 
oy 


things relating to Religion have juſt the ſame Apprehenſions. My, 
Norris himſelf can't but know, he hathWome Mam, in Divini 

as well as others, And yet tho' few wou'd be free from the Guilt 
upon theſe Grounds, I can't [ee that any one hath a Right to charge 
another with it. For if another differs from me, tis certain 1 differ 
as much from him. Both of us indeed can't be right, Yer neither 
of us hath a Right to determine for the other, For if my 'Perſwaſe- 
on that I am in the 1% why give me. Authority to charge him 


with the Guilt of Hereſy,. why ſhould not his like Perſwaſion, give 

him a like Authority? So that tho“ almoſt every Body will be H. 
able to the Charge, yet no Body will have a Right to make it. 

BUT no one ſure can be ſo wild, as to make every Difference in 


Opinion, about Matters to be þeliev'd,, a Breach of Church Unity, 


eſpecially in Points that are extra-efſential, Why then may not 
Unity of Worſhip be conſiſtent with a Diverſity of Opinion concern- 
ing Kites and Ceremonies, and a different Practice ariſing from this 
Diverſity of Opinion? We are agteed with our Brethren about 
what is neceſſary and Eſſential to Chriſtian Worſhip, viz. The Per- 
fedtions of Deity to be ador d, the Sins to be 'confeſs'd, the Mercier 
to. be implor'd, the Benefits to be thankfully acknowledged; the 
Mediator by whom all our Services are to be tender'd, and the 
Hopes which thro' him we ſhou'd entertain, If there be any ſuch 
thing as Agreement in Chriſtian Worſhip to be attain'd in . 
World, it muit be in theſe general Inſtances, I am ſure Mr, Nor- 


i hath not prov'd, nor will he be ever able to prove, that Chri- 


ilians are more oblig'd to be one in all the diſputable external Modes 
of Worſhip, than they are oblig'd to be of one Mind, in all the lef- 
ſer Matters belonging to Religion. If Unity of Faith may be maiit- 
d without uch exaF Agreement, whilit Perſons are, agreed in 
things neceſſary and eſſential, ſo may Unity of Worſhip whilſt there is 
an Agtee ment in what is efential to it, tho? there be ſome Diverſt- 
ty in the external Form. And can any one not over-run with 
Bigotry and Party Notions doubt, whether GOD will not eſteem the 

01/hip the ſame, where the ſame Requeſts and Acknowledgments 
are offer'd up in the Name of CHRIST with the ſame Sincerity, tho 
one ſhou'd pray by a Liturgy and another without one; or one Man 
by one Liturgy, and others by another, ſomewhat different in the 
Form of its Compoſure? And if the Worſhip be the ſame in the 
Account of GOD himſelf, I can't ſee that the Scripture Command 


* 


of Unity, can oblige us to a farther Compliance with our Brethren, 


"of any other Churches, 


' BUT admit that the Command ſhou'd oblige on either fide, to 
a farther Compliance, how will it be made to appear that Ve mui 

comply rather than 7, be ? Is it becauſe theirs is a way'of Worſhip 
neareſt the Rule, and freeſt from all humane Ad4itions and Mix- 
tures ? This we can never believe, and we are willing any indif- 
fereur Perſons ſhou'd be Judges between us. A Th Abe N 
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IS it becauſe they are a Majority, and muſt determine fox uu? M 


- beg leave to fay, we do not unde rſland how any Religion can b 
i: Mchoſen by Vote. We take it tobe ſomething reaſonable, and what 
e Wmuſt come recommended and approv'd to a Man's own Judgment 
r Wand Conſcience, before he can embrace it, But ſuppoſing we were 


to be determined by a Vote, why muſt not our Brethren. in the 
hurches abroad have a Suffr age about the matter, as well as thoſe 
at home? Or why muſt we be determined by. the Vote of Chril 
ans now in Bring, rather than by theirs who are dead ? And a | 
our Brethren ſure that upon theſe Terms, they ſhou'd haye the 
Caſting Vote? But indeed we take it for granted, that we ate not 
to be determin'd by the Opinion of Chriſſians that zow are in the 
World, nor of thoſe in pa Apes, but by the Rule. © 
HAVE our Brethren then a Divine Aut bority to interpret this 
Rule for ut, and oblige us to ſubmit and abide by their Interpre- 
ation? This is what the forward Jmpoſers among them have aſ- 
ſumed, but if they wou'd produce their Commiſion 'twou'd be of 
singular Service to them and us. To them, becauſe *rwou'd juſtify 
their Proceedings. Tous, becauſe *twou'd eaſe us of Abundance 
of Pains and Solicitude that now we can't avoid, *Tis a very ea- 
WW ſy way of Religion, to wink hard and give our ſelves up to the 
guidance of others, and frees a Man from all the Concern and Soli- 
WO citude, which in the uſe of his own Faculties he cannot avoid. 
But we can't yet reconcile ſuch a Pretention (did our Brethren 
make it) with the * Apoſtolical Command, of proving all things 
and holding faſt what is good, We can't ſee how it js poſſible to a 
in this manner, if we muſt in any one Inſtance of Religion, refign 
our Judgments and Conſciences to others, and leave it to them, to 
Judge and chooſe for us. I am perſwaded our Brethren wou'd 
think it arrogant in ws, to pretend to determine for them; and'wh 
then ſhou'd they not follow the Divine Rule of Equity, an 
think, that what wou'd be grievous to them, can never in any great 
Degree be pleaſing to us. ages ©" e 
BUT we have Ieparated from them when 20 unlawful Terms ＋ 
Comminion have been protos d, and are thereby become guilty 
Schiſm : For every Church that . Lawful Terms of Cmm- 
nion hath an undoubted Right to t har of all within the' Pale of 2 
Fabliſbment. But what means Mr, Norris by the Files of tht Eta- 
bliſhment ? Is it an Eſtabliſhment by Civil Laws that he ſpeaks of ? 
This I think is beſides bis Purpoſe. For I thought he had been 
preſſing us with the Argument of Church Unity, which hath'nod 
thing to do (as ſuch) with Civil Eſtabliſhments, but muſt have been 
the ſame, whether ever there were a Chriſtiay Magiſtrate or not. Or, 
DOTH he mean thit where-ever any Church is fet up, all thoſe 
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that orice becorte Mullis of the Body, mün ever remain Mal 
bers, as long as they can 1 and never quit their parti 
A This I can't th his meaning, becauſe upon thef f 


erms a Gmmunicant in a Church in London, upon his Removal t 
Bemerton, cou'd not become a Member of Mr. Noxris's Church 
Teait without retaining the Relation which he flood in to the foi 
meer Church, ſeeing He” might awfully, tho” net ſo convenient 
communicate with the Chürch in London flill. Or will he fe 
that this as opting in rhe /ame Church ſtill, becauſe bot! 
art Members of the Natioa! Eſtabliſhment 7 And why may not w 
ſay that His coming over to a Diſſentin Church is communicatin 
in the ſame Church of CHRIST fill, fecing our Churches as — 
28 theirs, are to be look d upon as Members of his Body in genera 

unleſs 19 Churches cag belong to tis Body, that diſagree in an 
Particulays with the Church of England. © — 

OR doth he mean tliat he who 1s once a Member of a Church 
that propoſes no unlawful Terms of Communion, muſt never ab- 
N pevoutes Communion with that Church; We agree with 
him here. But no Chriſtian can do ſo, as long as he believes zhat 
Church to be a Church of Chriſt ; for in ſo doing he wou'd renounce 
his-own Relation to the Body of CHRIST: For Kis renoun- 


cing of Communion with it, is abſolute diſowning all Relation to 
it, and all Relation of it to the Body. And tis a 750 whether 
every Church that 2 ſome unlawful Terms of Communion, 
may in this manner be renounc'd. But may not a Man prefer Com- 
munion in [ome other Church without making. ſuch Renunciation? 


I can ſee no Inconſiltency in this Behaviour, neither wou'd any of 
our Brethren upon a cloſe Conſideration. n 
BUT whatever may be Mr. Norris's Meaning, or whatever Force 
and Strength there may be in it, it can neyer affect thoſe among 
the Diſſenters, who never were in the Communion'of any, Branch of 
the Eftabliſhment. For I can't ſee how they that never belong'd 
to the Body at home, can be ſaid to /eparate from them, any more 
than Foreign Churches that never were of their Body. IT it be al- 
ledg'd,, that they never had the ſame Right to demand the Com- 
munion of Foreign Churches, as they . 25 to demand ours, [ 
wou d only deſire to be inform'd why? The Unity of the Church as 
much requires it, and upon that Argument for ought that 1 can 
| ſee they may demand it. For if they may be the Standard of Uni- 
ty to us, why not to other Churches; and if they may be, then 
ey have a Right to make this Demand upon them, and then the 
whole World of Chriſtians beſides, will be Shiſmaticks..from the 
Engliſh Church. But I can't ſee that thoſe who were never Mem- 
bers of their Body, can ſtand in any nearer Relation to them than 
| any other Churehes door then to orber Churches. 
And this is the Caſe of Multitudes among the Diſſenters, and 
| mine own in particular. Ican't ſee therefore but upon Mr. Nor- 
riss 
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Ls Grounds, - I ſhou'd be 2 Sebiſmatie by defeating the 
7550 . a Diſſenting Church, and becoming a Member 
theſ Ferrs. . . 0 , 14 

FOR & be tells us, Fherg tbere it vo. Necgſſiy of Separating, there 
ty ſh Church hath right to C — whi i Ai rar ber. is 
* kchiſm, or elſe there x n ſuch thing as Schiſm i the. E And 
en; miſtake him not, he F afterwards tells us, There can ge no te 
» (cſi) of eum from a Church lawfully. Confituzed, Now I for 
bol ny part take many Diſenting Churches tobe thus lawfully Con 


d, and Ich ink I canprove it, pat oply from the Scriptures, but alſo 
rom an Article of the Church to which Mr. Norrs belongs, and 
rom which I am confident he will not depart, for fear of making 

u Breach in, the Unity of the Chych. Eor by it I am inform d, 
[hat the Church is a Congregation of Faithful Men, in which the pure 
Vord of God is pregch'd, and the Samements adminiſtred according to 
briſt's Ordinance, in all things that of 10 50 are reguiſite to the ſow. | 
Now J am willing to put the Matter in Debate an Iflue upon this 
Foundation, and undertake to make it good, that nam of our 
hurches are thus Lawfully Conſlituted. "alt 
INDEED ſome among our Brethren wou'd pretend, we have 
no due Adminiſtration of the. Sacraments among us, no yot in Things 

pf Neceſſuy, requiſite to the ſame, for want of a 1 ordain'd Mini- 
ſiry, and make no di of condemning the Minjſtry af all Fo- 
zeign Proteſtant Churches as well as ours, But to do Mr. Norris 
Juitice, his Brain does not ſeem to be heated with theſe Notions. 
For he ſays, that all other Churches reform d from beſides 
his own, have the ſame Right to the Communion of all within 
their Eſtabliſhment, as the Church of Rome had,-before ſhe fell into 
her Groſs Errors and Cprruptions (tho' if he had explain'd.2 little 
upon this Matter, it might have given great Light into the Con- 

of MW txoverſy) But many of them have juſt the. ſame Miniſtry with ours, 
and ordain'd in the ſame manner, If therefore it be na Bar to 

e Ir beir Right (which Mr, Norris allows) jt can be no Bar to ours. 1 
can't ſee therefore how I ſhou d avoid the Guilt of Schiſm, upon 

„ gquitting the Communion of a Diſſenting Church, and becoming 8 
Member of one of theirs, which being once allow'd, I can never 
be guilty of Schiſm by continuing where I am, unleſs both parts of 

i © Con2rgaition may by zrue at on . 
b BUT can Mr. Norris upon his own Principles, defend himſelf 
from this Guilt ? Is he; ſure that every Lawfully 2 Church 
has a Right to Communion? How then can he refuſe to Commu- 
: nicate with. a Diſſenting Church, which by the Principles of his 
on, mult be one Lawfully Conftituted, I am perſwaded tis muck 
more Criminal to refuſe Communion with a. Lawfully. Conſtituted 


men 


* P. 105. | 1 Ibid, A | Art, 19. 
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Church, 


* 
Church, than“ tis merely to Separate from it, which may be With 
out an ab ſolute Refufal of Communion, as will be plainly made 
out in what is to follow. 1 N 
NA, I can't ſee who upon theſe Principles can be free from t 
Guilt of $chi/m, bur thoſe hateful Halters between God and Baal, the 


Occafional ©Conformiſts, They are the only Men, who do a#ual 
Communicate with all the Churches that are Lawfully Conſtitured 
within their reach, tho? there may be others that wou'd not refule 
it on juſt-Occaſſions. FF 

BUT ſuppoſing I had ever been a Member of the Eftablif1 
Church, how will it appear thar erf G by leaving 
her? Why ſhe was a Lawfully Cnſtituted Church. But this is a 
very dubious and uncertuin Expreſſion. For Conſtitut ion may refer 
to the Church as National, Provincial, Dioceſan or Parochial, Law: 
ful alſo may ſignify what may be done without a Flat Breuch of the 
Divine Law, or what muſt be done in Compliance with it. And the 
Terms Lawfully Conſtituted may ſtand for either what was Lawfully put 
together, and Enjoin'd by the Formers of the Conſtitution, or what 
may Lawfully be ſubmitted to now 'tis form'd. Now Mr. Norrs 
fhou'd not have taken it for granted that their e Frame is 
Lawfully Conſtituted in the firit Senſe either of Lawful or Conſtitu- 
tion, till the Treatiſe of Epiſcopacy written by that wonderful Man 
Mr. Baxter, I mean the Reaſon and Agument of it, had been 
ſoundly anſwered. P . 

WME are willing however to take Mr. Norris in the moſt favoura- 

Ble Senſe of the Expreflion, and that which js the moſt eaſily de- 
fenſible, I mean, that a Man may without Breach of any Divine 
Law Communicate at a Pariſh Church. But what if I can't be con- 
vinc d that this might be Lawfully done? Why then with his leave 

*I may Separate, and that with Peace and Satisfation (tho' ſuch is 
the Goodneſs of their Cauſe, that he believes athinking Man might 
almoſt as eaſily believe Tranſubſtantiation, as admir ſuch a Thought) 

But ſhou'd I be guilty of the Sin of Schiſm in Separating ? If not, 
then a Caſe may be put wherein a Man may without the Guilt of 

Schiſm, Separate from a Church that is Lawfully Conſtituted. If 
I ſhou'd, how cou'd Mr. Norris allow me in God's Name to Sepa- 
Tate, and that with Peace and Satisfaction of Mind too? Sure I am 
that God never gave me Authority or Allowance to commit the 
heinous Sin of Schiſm, no not in Ignorance! «**' 25 | 

BUT ſuppoſing I ſhou'd be perſwaded, that tis ſimply and in it 
ſelf Lawful to Communicate at a Pariſh Church, and yet at the 
ſame time am fully perſwaded, that I ſhou'd fin in preferring the 

Communion of that Church, tothar of one form'd more agreeably 
to the Mind and Will of God, as expreſt in his Word, when I 
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might convenjently be a 


A the and which, 4s WO Chriſtian's a en good 
Try (leeing it can never G — e 

. *he 8 are differing Sentiment among Chr 1 me ro: 

be guided by the belt Judgment of my own. Vater with-- 


out any Genſorious Bitterneſs towards others, of a di joke 5 
on and Practice, but only 8 ſaber, Uſe both of a Natural and a 


ſtan. Right} Ican'r ſee- but this. will fall Within the Giſe pt by' 
Mr. Norris, à 1 paration. For that *hg” 1 dont 
#18 think it abſolutely U ben Fig to nec with the Church of 
i Exgland, yet I may 155 a that tis Unlawful to prefer 8 
munion with it, befo Communion with, other Ctiu bettet- 
Confſtituted, and 5 182 51 to the Sctipture Bak if i be. 
OR ſuppoſe I ſhou'd not eſteem it Unlawful to Pray by-their 1s 


twgy, attend on a . or Homtl vl on of wr Churche 
or Communicate with m 27 Fr 2 Ker at the Lord's Tale: | 
and yet there Thou 'd be one Ordinance of RIST, Which 1 am ob- 
lig'd to obſerve when ems aſiap, which yet T'can't enjoy-in 
the Church of England out a Comp 1080 my Account Un- 
lawful, and appearing ch 1150 my mel erious pe (ſuppoſe it 
be the Croſs. in Bapt 12 May I not in this Caſe prefef tie Com- 
munion of another 5 uch, where I may (oy 41 othet Advan- 
tages to an equal D 15 and enjoy 17 Benefit of this Ordi- 
nance without any er? Or th to deprive” my ſelf and 
Cheer the 128 that Ordinance, . rather than make this 

oice 

OR ſuppoſe t colin of the National Oburch 2 ppears 
ſuch to _ as renders Ful Diſcipline Impracticable, they there 


1. 
e be many ſerious Perſons be the Body, whom I honour 
is and love, and with whom, F Eau d i have Heafoig Communion in the 
nt Houſe of God, muſt I be confin d to the i Heap Gan this Church, 
t) when 1 have an Opportunity to becom à Member of another, 
t. ¶ which I know to be much better form's ? And that too when it 
makes 2 * Solemn Jearly Acknowledgment of the want of Godly 
I Diſcipline, without any Endeavours t reitore it. 


, OR ſuppoſing it be my;Lo ts live ig a Place, where the Pariſh . 
Miniſter is either 8 Scandalous in his Life, or does but 
little elle j his Pulpit beſides treating of Politics, railing” at B 
ſenters, | their Toleration and the Revolution, and ſpreading 't 
Rancour and Venom of his own Spirit among his Heafers. "Muſt 1 
be condemn'd, tho with perfetual Reluctance and Regret, to * 
on his Miniſtrations # ou'd it be the Sin of Scbiſm to qui r my 
Relation to him, and put my ſelf under the Paſtoral Care of a Diſ- 
ma Mipiter * Way ns for his Nen, and acting be- 
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"id weh g wotvte Herpes . 

0 d 1 Ae i the 
ll it by this Names 

but 1 am js of Bag the, ing "Cheſt in be Seipel 55 Loy be 


found to have done-any. e it, 
IN a Word, 171 5 Tat be perſwa Jed: . wes e 
ſometimes Communicate in urch Hy 

prefer mbar it better, wi Gur the Sin of 5 ſn, wh ' — 


a due Value and 4 4 for all the in of the 
Church J. | lane g. en my Relatian ws them *. — as 


think I 5 „irh 54 ; Regard to the — of 
and the Honw 7.0 BY Saviour“ Inſt 1 can 22 * per 
believe 15. 


18 not ay. Frac get idgmint th ne my Rberieur! ? 
And: if I am d 5 it to become a Member af that Com. 
munity, 205 erable, wht —— Ide guilty of Sh 
in acting accargi, rot this rerminar} eee in any other 
Nactical Matig ] 8 F happento* fer from a Body of Fellow 
Chriſtians ? ; Mr, Nor, 800 knows a * Gentleman, that (if Ioan truſt 
my Memory "ink od alone, 5 4 po Creature whatever, ' is to 

be lov'd wit -a Loye of Complace os, no doubt; ' ac- 
cording to thig Pragtical judgment and Now Luppole 1 
think and practiſe other be am [ theren br p FI. tic? Nay, 


chere were a Body 6 iags'fÞr one /id 
ho pr eg 1 the 6:be fide; muſt the be akets ie un Kan 


, Unity and Schifmatiics N 5 Dre: Diſagreement. I hope not: I'can'e 


think Mr. Norris wou'd [ "the Ne Pring es of that Gen- 


"tleman, as ta pronounce all Seen, that t nk and act in 4 


way ae le nis, upon this Head. Yet node can — — 
the Un vine Worſhip wou'd mich more broken b 
a N than by the uſe of different Fords and Rites in 5 
both being agreed about Yiz Love owing to the God they worſhip. 
Fer the Pifferenee in the laſt Caſe is only about the'Cireuwiſtances 
of Divine Worſhip, in the former tis about the very Nature and 
Subſtance of the orſhip 3 it (elf. 

WHY, then muſt the Di Iten ba tilt Shif matics fot differing 
from their Brethren in Orton about the 8 and Formof Divine 


' Worſhip, and Practiſing accordin 150 to thei r'own Judgment, more 


chan by a Difference of the like kind about aßy ther -P1 a- 
ical Buty of Religion; ? If there Fn be a Kim upon every 


| ſuch Diverſity, woe to. the whote, Chr;fian World: ' Lam afraid 
we ſhall meet with many ſuch Sebifms ' in every little  Chriflian 


Community. . 
IN ſhort there is no Obligation that I kriow-of lying upon chi. 


ſtians, to renounce the preſent Perſwaſion af their Own Mind, © till 
* Letters Philoſoph, Moral and Divine, 28 | 


by 


© © we D 


Denn err de e 


by the Force of Reaſon they are prefail'd upon to quit it, and they 
are oxrepinly in 15 Loh 's to it, as long a9 Tt femtins. 
I can't ſee therefore how any the moſt eur Man, can ive free 
from the Quilt of &, if his Judgment aboor practical Matters 
different from his Brethren, or indeed from t he Tus, ſubti d in &- 
very Inſtance make 875 @. Schiſmatie, Ho not tho” he" errstabont a 
manifeſt Duty of Religion. But to ae a Man Rande do this 
heinous/Gpilt for a Miſtake about bymane Adi t Religion, 
and mere External Forms, is to me 4 little unaccoantable, eſpecial 
1y when conſider the Yehemency wich which this is rely and 
the Noiſe with which ſome Men clamolit at it as 2 datwnable Sin, 
as if they took a Satisfaction in declaring their Brethren flue out 
of God's Favour, or pleas'd themſelves in thinking, that becauſe 
they have ſo little arity- and Tenderneſs as to damu Men for 
Trifes, the Great GQD vill be juſt of the ſame Tempet, aihd rari- 
fy in Heaven the Flaming Sentences which they pronounce bh Earth. 

BUT wou'd it not leave the World at 200 great a Liberty, to act 

according to their own Judgments in Matters of Religion? Mult 
they oot he tied up to Rules? Tes to the Rules of GOD's Word. 
But they mult be either left at Liberty: to uſe their own Under- 
Nandings in ſeeking out the Senſe and Meaning of theſe Rules, or 
elſe you muſt perſwade them to wink hard and follow the Guidance 
of others: And what Security can any fallible ten five them, 
that they ſball be more certainty led into, e Meaning of the Word 
of Truth, by following zbeir Guidance, than if they were left to 
their own. In ſhort, either an Jnfallible Judge mult” be fet up, or 
Men muſt be left to the Conduct of their own private Judgment. 
If it be ſaid there is no need of running this Length, Perſons muſt 
ſtay in that Communion where they are, till ſomewhat unf or 
hs — be impos'd upon them. If this be allow'd, I can't ſee 

what will follow upon it different from what I have aſſetted. For 

can 2 Man forbear to ſuſpect it unlawful to flay in the Communi- 
on of one Church, when he has an Opportunity of joining with a- 

nother, where he is per[waded that G00 is vere in a man- 

ner more agreeable to his Will, as made known in his Word. 

IF it be farther urg d, ſuch a Liberty wou'd do great Miſchief, 
by breeding Fadtions ju a State, Perſons wou'd be always quarrelling 
about their particular Modes and Forms. I ſhou'd be forty to hear 
ſuch an Objection from gue. Fe for cettain I am that other 
People can differ from them without any ſuch guarrelſome Diſpo- 
ſition, and if they cannot, they haug geaſon td enquire” what Spirit 
they are of. Sure ſuch. a, Temper is no Honaur to Chriſtianity, if 
it may be reconcil'd with it, And Iam perſwaded tis ealy to 
prove, that 'tis not ſuch a Liberty that at any time occafions Fa#i- 


ons, but the unvarrantable Reitraints, that aſuming Men vou d put 


upon it. Jud — 
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Bf Mr. * Norjis tells ud that whett tis Jowful to conmimicarl, 
there tis a Sin to ſeparate. But this Propoſition is alike dark and am- 
'  biguous with What we haye already examined. For by the Term 
lawful we may underſtand either lawful in it {elf or together with 
all attending Circumſtances. Now Mr. Norris can d but know 
that many Actions ſimply conſider d may be lawful, that taken to- 
fler with their Circumſtances are unlawful. Thus twas plainly 


T lawful in if ſelf, for Chriſtians to eat what was ſold in the Sham- 
les, but if any 12 N ſhou'd ſay twas part of an Idol Satrifice, and 
wou'd be. ſcangaliz'd at their Eating, it became then wnlawful, 
And he can't but know that many among the Diſſenters have 'a 
like Opinion, as to communicating with the Church of England. 
They think it lawful to communicate with it fimply and in it (elf, 
and rather than have Communion with no Church wou'd do it, 
but do not reckon it lawful to prefer the Communion of it to o- 
ther Churches, In which of theſe Senſes muſt we underſtand Mr. 
Norris? Or how will he prove that the Unliawfulneſs of preferring 
2 faulty before a more regular Community, will not warrant à Se- 
paration, as well as an unlawful Term of Communion impos'd ? 
AGAIN, communicating may be underſtood of what is conſtant, 
entire and Jo all Ordinances, or of what is partial and occaſional. 
Now I will venture to aſſert, that a Man may upon ſome Occaſi- 
ons communicate with a Church, where he may not do it always, 
and ſhall offer the Reaſons of it by and by. So that it will not 
follow that where a Man may communicate once and in ſome Inſtan- 
ces, there he may always and in all, much leſs will it follow: that 
he will be guilty of Schiſm, by chuſing another Church for conſtant 
and ſtated Communion,  *' 12, | 
BUT becauſe this is a Propoſition frequently advanc'd by our 
- Brethren in :): Controverſy, we will be a little more particular 
in irs Examination. Tho' I can't but obſerve by the way how 
Mr. Norris quotes Mr, Hales of Eaton to confute himſelf. ' He tells 
us we muſt nor ſeparate, till ſome' unlawful Act be impos'd upon 
us. Mr. || Hales tells us if there be a ſuſpected Action this will 
quftify Separation. And if we cannot prove a great many things 
requir'd by the Church of England to be unlawful, we have very 
ſtrong Argumgnts to render them Suſpicious. ' | 
BUI to return, by Separation from a Church I ſuppoſe we may 
underitand a leaving the External Communion of a Church, where 
either a Man was a Member, or ought to have been one. This Mr. 
Norris ſays is ſinful and ſchiſmatical. But now ſuppoſing there be 
two Churches where I may Jawfully communicate, within my Neigh- 
bourhood, how ſhall The Yetetmined to a Choice here? Which of 
the two is that, with which Tought to join in Communion ? Sup- 
poſe theſe two to be one à Pariſh Chureh, the other a Piſſenting one, 


* F. 97, 91. 71 Cor. 10. 2578, 29. | P. 10f. 
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| | n ILL J. 
[am ſure in this laſt no unlarfu ! Term is ptopogd & What 
prove 2 Man a Chriſtian, will entitle him to Commynigp in: 


the Pariſ Church. No Man I think/ is: torn al Member of. either, 
nor doth Chriſlian Baptiſm enter him a Member of any particular 
Church, but of the Church Univerſal... - Iis his own: Folunta 
44, when arriv'd at full Maturity to judge and choole for himſe 

mat makes him a Member of any particular Church... The Magi- 
rate not — with Bi Authority (which we have already 
dev n to be the Caſe here) the Arguments for: Communion with 
either / muſt all be intrinſick, and fetch'd from the Churches them» 


which of the two is the Man oblig'd to join himſelf ? Is he not left 
it, I to his free Choice, is it not a thing indifferent with which be 
o- © joins? Plainly it is. Whoever: therefore have this Perſwaſion 
r. © throughout England, concerning our Churches and zheirs, muſt have 
1g lf full Liberty to communicate with either, No one is, oblig'd to pre- 
e- fer either to the other. In this Caſe then no Man can be a Schiſ- 

matic from the otber, that prefers eit ber of the two; ſeeing both 
u, ate lawful, and he has full Liberty to chooſe for himſelf. None 
11. therefore are Schiſmatics among us, that were never in Commu- 


Xe Tr Ar r 


i- nion with the Church of England, and at full Maturity of Years 


s, | became upon theſe Grounds Members of ours. ES: Tis 
ot | BUT now let us ſuppoſe the Propoſition is to be;underſtopd 
n- | of ſuch as have been a#ual Communicants in a Church, wherein it 


at | was lawful for them to communicate ilill, is it always a Sin to ſe- 


nt || 7arare from this Church, or to leave its: External Communion, ? 
If it be, then this Propoſition is true, that a Man muſt always con- 
tinue his External Relation to a particular Church, and expreſs this 
Relation by External Communion as long as he lawfully may, what- 
ever Inconveniencies it may put him to. Now upon this Founda- 
tion, I can't ſee how tis poſſible for a Man upon removing his 
Dwelling to another Par;ſþ, to become a Member in that Church, 
üll it becomes unlawful or impoſſible for him to communicate with 
the former, to which he ſtood related. Tis plain that Communi- 
on with the former is lawful, as well as with that in his Neighbour» 
hood, Mr. Norris has declar'd it a Sin and a Schiſm to quit that 
Communion where a Man may lawfully continue, -this Man wou'd 
be guilty of the Fact, and therefore upon Mr. Norris's Principles a 
Schiſmatic. Yet I believe he will uot. pronounce ſo. hafdly cone 
cerning every one that makes ſuch a Remove. He may certainly 
for his Conveniency quit his former Relation, and enter. intq a new 
oil one of rhe fame Nature to another Body: And why then may not 
p-E 2 Man quit the Communion of a Pariſþ:Church, and become a 
ie, Member of a Diſſenting one for much greater Conveniencies? 

= IT may be ſaid that in the Inſtance pitch'd upon, there is no Se- 
paration, becaule two Pariſh Churches ate ſtill within 1 _ 
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Ordinances among ws : Let this be ſuppos'd alſo to be the Cale at 


ſelves, '*Tis lawful (ex hypotbeſi) to communicate with either, to 
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: National-- Body, and a Man does not 
' Body, by communicating for his Conveniency in ſeveral Þ; 
Churches. Then it ſeems tis not a Separation from à partic 
Church that may be law fully communicated with, that ia the Sin 
of Schilm, but from a National one? May I not with equal le 
ſon ſay, that tis not a Separation from a particular National Chur 
that is the Sin of Schiſm, but from the Church Univerſal Nay 
- there can be no Separation from the Church Univerſal, as long ali 
'a Man ſeparates from others upon account of their Additions tr 
' Chriſtianity, and refuſes no Communion with them upon Chriſtian 
Terms. Refuſes not their Communion; if they will admit him: 
Member, without obliging him to ſubmit to their Additional Terms: 
- Refuſes not Communion zothem if they will be contented with th 
Naked Inſtitutions of the Redeemer, and a way of Worſhip. agreeaby 
to Scriptùre Rules. Such a Man myſt be a Member of the Chum 
- Univerſal; and therefore by a Separation from any National Churd 
can t be guilty of that Sin, which wou'd break off his Relation. to 
the Church Catholic, nor therefore of &hiſm in the groſſer Senſe 
- But it can never be prov'd neceſſary to Chriſtzanity in general, far h 
Man to fubmit to all the. Addicaments to Religion in auy Coumn,* 
which he bimſelf may eſteem lawful, and the Impoſers may this 
laudable and recommending to it. {1 117-88 bg 
BUT whether this Reaſoning will hold good or no, the Inſtance 
-above-mention*d may, with little Variation, be preſt upon Suppc 
fition that Schiſm is a &paration from a National Church. For if 
a Man ſhou'd remove his Dwelling to a Foreign Land, wou'd it 
be Sebiſm in him to quit his former Relation to a Church in his 
own Land, and become a Member of a Church there (worſhipping 
GOD in a manner ſomewhat different) as long as he might las 
fully own that former Relation, by any external Acts of Comuni 
on? Wou'd no Inconveniencies, of Travel, neglect of Buſineſs, 8c 
excuſe him. I think no one wou'd be ſo wild as to aſſert this 
Here then wou'd be a Separation from a National Church, with 
which a Man might lawfullycommunicate, and yet juſtified by the 
Inconveniencies of ſuch Communion : Separation therefore from 
a National Church with which a Man might lawfully communr 
ente, ia not always the Sin of Schiſm.. If it be alledg'd that ſuch 
Man might be no Separatift, becauſe be might ſtill own relation tc 
the Body, and only for his Conveniency join in External Communios 
with another Church: Such a Relation may a Diſſenter own v 
their Body too, as will conſiſt with holding no External Communzo\ 
with it, whilſthe has greater Conveniencies in another Church: 
In ſhort, 1 do not think but if a Man may for greater Convenien 
«cy communicate with a Church worſhipping after a different man 
ner in a Foreign Land; he may alſo for greater Conveniency do Xt 
at home, tho the Communion might ſimply and in it ſelf be law: 
ful. If it ſhou'd be (aid this wou'd open a way for all n_ 
I. Diſorae, 
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erde, Peo n and - Fancy::) wand be: 
aging Gauen Relations. This 7 conceive is no On; 
oainſt & batutal Right, that Men may abufeit. If they do they 


ne faulty and not to be excus d. To pretend Conveniency in the 
hange, when there is none really, will not bear out Perſens than 
ave only this Pretenfion to juſtify them, but this is no: ANgument . 
ainſt them who act upon good Grounds, and find a'neal Convenie 
cy in the Change, as well as make a Pretence of it. Aen. 
BUT becauſe this Argument his been often inſiſtei pn, in will 
ot be amis to ſet it in its rue Light, by attending. a little to aa 
Reaſons for which a Man is oblig'd to hold Externa Cm me 
ith any Church at all, and theſe are principally tun. 6, 
—— may be made of . ⁰,jjm 
ring a Member of the Body the Gurch, i. e. a'Chrifliday-one de- 
oted to GOD according to the Tenor of the Chriſtian Cave n. 
for every ſuch Perſon is indeed a Member of the and to b 
wn d as ſuch by every particular Church. Now for therabtaining . 
this End of external Church Comniunian, tis indifferent | with 
what particular one 1 join, where I may do it lawfully,-for by 
communicating with any Branch of the Hible Chureb, L declare 
my Relation to the whole, and the only Enquiry L need 0 make i, 
whether I may do it without any finful Compliance. Where-ever 
2 Church, as Mr. Morris fays, is lawfully:conttituted, I may, in 
fl Church declare my ſelf a Member of the Church Carbolick,: ant 
hold Communion with ir. And it is obſervable here, that I am 
not in Holding Communion with this Church, obligid t a 
own any of the Parficularities whereby it is diffi From o- 
rhers. I may claim Communion with any Chriſtian where 
I rhiok fir, upon giving them Proof that I am a veal CH iſlian, nor 
can any Church refuſe me Tommunion upon this Demund (ch 1 
«| fhou'd dim their diſtinguiſting Particularmies) withenban Bu- 


ctrodchment on the Redeemet's Sovereignty as well as my Nigbt, n 
indeed without ſeparating themſetves frm the Bade in ook 
nor therefore wxtiout ſome Degree of the Sin of bim / For to xe- 
Wl fuſe Communion with one that proves himſelf a Chriſtian, is guil- 

ty of no nnd, and only intends to make Acknowledgment of bis 
being a Member of the fame Body by communicatiggr with me, 
unle\s he will ſubmit to all my particular Funt iat and Modes, is 
plainly-ro ſer up a Community diſtind from the Body the Gu, 
for where wew Terms of Aimiffon are :propo#d, and: newRualifice- 
tions requit d in the Members, there muſt be a d iſt init Community, 
eſpecially if fuch as can give Proof of their being tue Membets $f 
the Old, may not be heEreupon admitted. Such a ;Chuieh.,/eþa- 
rater from the Body, and refuſes to hold Communion with it p- 
Jon the Orginal Terms of the Gonditution: | Yea, thh?:this Beit 
fal were a#ually made to one Chriſtiaetonly, ſeeiag the Raſuſa to 
him muſt imply a Refuſal to all the r2/-forthe fame: Realcns, * 
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Setoadiy, ANOTHER and a privicipal. Reaſon, of my being bb- 


lig d to hold External :Communion with ſome Chriſtian Chusch is 
that I may have Communion: with vy Redeemer by the Means of his 

cred Inftitutiom, improve in Holineſs, and become: more and ive meet 
for Heaven. and Happineſs. Now tis certain that every particular 
Church among the many into which the Chriſtian World is; divi- 
ded, doth not afford the ſame Helps towards this End; as every o 
ther may. Indeed had out Saviour's nſtituiions been ſtrictly com- 
ply'd with by every Church, had there been no Diverſity; in theit 
Adminiſtration; there woud have been no, room left for Choice, 
dur what muſt have ariſen from the diſferen Qualification of thol: 
which miniſler. But. as the World is at preſent, there is a much 
greater Scope. And here what muſt determine us, is not barely 
what we may do lawfully, but what will be moſt fit and convenient 
to be done, that we may anſwer beſt the Ends of our Chriſtian 
Profeſſion, and our External Relation to any Church; and where- 
ever we can conveniently communicate to greateſt Advantage to ow 
ſelves, without doing more harm to others, than will be counter- 
vail'd by out own perſonal Benefit, there we are oblig'd to fix, and 
that is the Church to which we ought to on our ſelves more e- 
ſpeciatiy" related, and wherein we ought more commonly to com mu- 
nicate, yet not ſo as to deprive our ſelves of the Natural Right we 
Have, of communicating with any other Body of Chriſtians, when- 
ever we ſhall-think it convenient for the owning our, Relation to 
the Church Catholick, to hold ſuch Communion. + And as we mult 
for this Reaſon commonly make choice of ſuch a Church to com- 
municate in, ſo if hereafter, there ſhall _—_ to be Reaſon for 
changing Relations, I can't ſee but I muſt for the ſame Reaſon be 
oblig'd to prefer that Communion: Where I ſhall. manifeſtly have the 
greateſt — ; unleſs I can be. oblig'd to chooſe a. Commu: 
nion for zheſe-Reaſons, yet when once I have choſen, I muſt keep 
to it, however I may be urg'd to change by the like Reaſons, ; In 
deed in both Caſes I ought co look well ta my ſelf that I make no 
* Miſtakei,-that I be deliberatean paſſing my Judgment, and fepere 16 
making Trial before 1 do, and I muſt conſider the Conſequences 
of-my Behaviour upon others as well as my;ſelf, and examite whe- 
ther what J do is likely to do more Damage: to the Prublick, than 
am likely to procure Advantage to my felf; and how far I am an 
ſwerable for the Afiſcbief others may take occaſion to da;them/eloes, 
upon my uſe of a Chriflian Right. It will not juſtify me that 
"meant well, if I err in my Judgment, if I am raſh in my Choice, 
i I am ſo wholly intent on the Proſpect of my Benefit and Advan 
tage, as to have no Concern for others at all, or no due 'Concery. 
is my firſt Concern to do good to y ſelf, but it ſhould nat he 
the leaſt of my Care that I may not ſcandalize others, herbe. 
mY wed 
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weak Chꝛiſlians or vicbed Enemiet; but when I have taken the 
beſt Care I can in this matter, thoſe mae ite the Reaſons 


which muſt determine u Choice and Praftice, e. 
AND] can't but ad bete for the farther Juſtification of our 
Principles, that where there are ſeveral Churches wotſhipping GOD 
after a different manner, there can be no juſt Sandal given by de- 
claring my ſelf oblig d to prefer the Communion of that, 'where it 
is manifeſt I mall have the greateſt Advantaget. For ſuppoſing that 
there 38 no Civil Tower to interpoſe (and thete is no Scope for the 
Exerciſe of Miniſterial, till Perſons are conſenting to ſugh Exerciſe, 
nor then any farther than the Word of GOD directs) all Danger of 
Scandal muſt proceed either from giving , occafion by what I do to 
ſome to 5 5 their Liberty, or by afford ing occafion to athets to be 
angry and quarrelſom, and break the Peace of the Church. But tis 
lain here Is no juſt Occaſion given in one or the other Iriſtance $ 
157 it can never be a juſt Occaſion for any to abuſe 4 Chriſtian 
Right, that I make a due and ft Uſe of it; for them to dd what is 
probibized, becauſe I do what I am allow'd, and in ſome Cireum- 
ſtances requir'd to do. And tho' they only have'a Right to de- 
termine concerning their own Behaviour, and this is not put into 
the Hands of any other Perſons, yet neither they nor I. ſhall be 
juſtified, if we abuſe this Right given us by GOD. And ſo in 
the other Inſtance, I can't ſee that any Chriſtian can have juſt 
Occaſion of quarrelling with me, for making uſe of à Right given 
me by my Redeemer, I allow him to uſe his Right without any 
Bitterneſs or Alienation of Affection, 1 know no Neceflity he is un- 
der to at} otherwiſe towards me, nor any thing in my Conduct that 


may adminiſter the leaſt juſt Occaſion for it, eſpecially when there 


h plain Commands in Scripture to “ forbear one another in 


are ſuc 
Love; ſure chere is no jult Provocation 14 by my differitig from 
another about ſome things in Religion, that the Peace ſhou'd there» 
upon be broken. co | 
BUT are we not f requir'd as much as. in us lies to live in peace 
with all Men? And muſt not this Command regard the Peace of 
the Sacred as well as any Civil-Society? We admit it, but can't ſee 
to what purpoſe Mr, Norris lays ſo much.Streſs upon it. For may 
not I ask him whether it wilt not extend to Civil Perſons and Com- 
munities, as well as ſacred ones. Suppoſe then that *ris my Lot to 
live in a Neighbourhood, where there ate ſome 7 — Per ſons, 
who will make me dreſs and walk after their Mode, and't in 
their Dialect, unleſs I will be excluded their Community, have no 
Fellowſhip with them, nor any Peace in their Neighbourhood. 
Tho! I behave. my ſelf unblameably as a Member of the State in 
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charmi Ne x and mig 110 uce a Man to a of his 
5 But l 'd lodk with a very lt Grdck to hear all 


theſe Gentlemen u rging 5 with 11 1 and teln el 
am obli by it to 1 in N Macy. 725 Men, and that 7 1 a 
not {i bmi t alc ee ,the Peat will be Broken, i. e. 
zbemſclves wil Areph ** 50 u'd be 5 to ask, whethivt the 
be nat ual ly Jedi tips pon them, 4 whether it can echt 
chem to impoſe their Fanctes on me, with ſuch a Speec f In ckir 
Mouths? and tell fem I cou'd hardly chu them 8 that 


either they ridicul d me 15 e Fool, or elſe zal, the Sacyel 
Ne the Redeemer., > PE 
rin, to Mr Norris's Aubell upon this Text 
I can't ſce but 2 Man 9 72 to give dv His Eftate whehevr'a 
Litigious Neighbour may have the Injuſtice to demand, dr the Vio- 
lence to break the Peace for it. For the Command to a 1 that t. 
poſiblę for Peace, he lays, muſſ certainly extend to the doing very thing 
me is. Lawfi fig. Þ Now ? tis certainly Lawful, for a Man 15 e up his 
Eſtate, But if the Argument will not ane this Length in Civ 
why ſhould it be carried lo far in Sacred Jiiſtantes? CertaliilyT may 
for the [akeof che Public Good,refule to ible ro the s Yi ie mour 
of a Neigh r in 17 EN which ſſmiply "Saf ra wou'd not 
be Unlawful. Nay, I ma this eden jdn be ſoniekimes 5 
lig d to ſuch Refuſal. 11 can't Ige but the ami Reaſon wil 
hold good, againſt 5 ithal Encroachnictts. 1 im perkteaded al} 
thoſe who duly conſider how much MiftKief the tmpofing Humòur 
hath done in all Ages, will ſee reaſon enough why they. fhou'd 
* Rand faſt in that Libert 1 wherewith Chriſt hath made them fret, and 
not Sin again with the Yoke of Ci eremonious Bondage, Jewifh 
or iſtian 
BIT. Mr. Norris wou'd do well at this fundure, to extend the 
Senſe of this Precept as far as it may 94 be carried, and urge it 
upon ſome of his angry Brethren, who leem to have quire fol- 
gotten the Temper, FI hy and Advice of their Redeemer, and to 
make it their Chief Study, to out-do 0ns another in aka Vib- 
tence aud Contention. ; N bits ore Ls 3 
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be in ien his Da was ty aritable, 2 
mea no har t nvince we O SO 
75 — Run 18 Tho Pn ll his Chari ry 8 
2 little prepoſterous... For r the Charge. had been often Gravy up ang 
dere without maki ung any Impreſſi " be eſa us; Jet we 
* we haye given no Proof to the Wor Mo ehandog'd 
eches, as to be paſt 1 E Convict ion and Reprtance. We are 
om of no Faults, but — as our Brethren were they in our Cafe 
em tolerable. There are many very great Enormities a- 
ps, that call fqr our joint Endeavours to amend z we are 
willing 2 the Quarrel, and concur with them in promotifh 
the 81 of GO „ which is N and Trace, and Foy 
in the E, not Meat, and 
IN the mean time, I know nothing n odiqus Cry of Schiſm 
ſerves for, but to dreſs us 5 in Skinz, and expole ys o the Rabble, 
And that can be no Charitable Work, however kindly intended. 
Tho* I mult ſay too, that Mr. Norris how and then gives us a dab, 
that doth not argue uy tha eæce ſel Charitable to Diſſenters, paxticu- 
larly when he tells us ours 1s rep Cn * Unjuſt and ieee 
Schiſm that ever was in the Chriſtian a World What more unjuſt 
and unaccountable than that among the 28 upon the 
ſingle Diſpute, about the time of 17 7 e be Than 4 of 
the Meletions, who refus d to join Waal 5 ſuffering 
Brethren, upon a Difference 2 the time of 94 a the 
Lapfi to Communian ? Than that of the Doyatiſtr, who ſe raged 
— the whole Chriſtian World, and diſown d all Churches be- 
ſides their own, and that upon a falle erg and a {lender | 
if it had been true, viz. Cacilian's being or dain'd by ſome or 
delivered their Bibles to be burnt ip a time of Perſecution? Than 
that of the Joaunites, who ſeparated 874 on accguut of the 
Wrong done to their good Bip Cyſt — 24 Eault 
on our lide too. Have our Brethren then upon 11 12 diſ- 
cover d ſo pliant and condeſcending a Spirit and Temper, as to he 
altogether blameleſs ? Have they doue every thing that is in their 
Power, to remove the Schi,m? 'Gr is it an Argument that they 
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(4 
eſteem their Rites and Uſages indifferent, when they will not 
part with them to preveut the Damnation of ſuch Multitudes? 
Oh what an happy World and Church wou f it be, if there 
were * that Candour, Equity and Impartiality us d, as ought 
W˙ĩrr . FW | „„ 
AND may I not here modeſſly ask Mr. Norris, whether hey 
done what he wou'd adviſe Diſenters to in this Contiovëtſie >= 

he brought his Mind to an even Poize, by purging off all Pre: 
zudice entirely, and then weigh'd impartially what has been ſaid 
by the Advocates of Separation, as well as by the Learned an 

Excellent Defender: * 1 "Church, as he is pleas d impartially 
to expreſs bimſelf ? If he has, I profeſs I am miſtaken in my I de 


flelf, who I thought had been free from Prejudice too, and am ff ic 


much inclin'd ro doubt, whether it be po ble for Men to put I 
off Prejudice ſo fat, as to judge in this Controverſy with ab- 81 
ſolute lndifferency” at, "OLIN 
1 am perſwaded upon examining his Diſcourſe that we are not N ar 
chargeable with the Sin of Schiſm : He is ſo firmly perſwaded of C 
the Strength of his Reaſoning, as to fear the Severity of no Critical I g. 
Hand nor Eye: I think in many Inſtances he impoſes upon hini- Þ 
ſelf: ' He is ſure to the Contrary, I am confident if there be 2 is 
Schiſm between us, they are in _ of the greateſt Guilt: He ti 
ſeems to have no Apprehenſions of that kind. I am perſwaded LF ir 
am ſerving GQD and doing Good to Men's Souls, in a Separation 1 
from the Church. He on the contrary wou'd perſwade me, I am 
damning my ſelf, and ruining Souls. Yet I tremble to charge him 
with ſuch a Thought, rho? it be the direct Conſequence of his Prin- 
ciples, I my ſelf wou'd not be guilty of it for the World as to 
him, tho' I am perſwaded rhe Schiſm lies chiefly on their fide. No, 
J am perſwaded Mr. Norris is doing Service to GOD, and the 
Church, *tis my hearty Prayer he may do much more, and I can 
ſee no reaſon from our different Sentiments on Earth, why we may 
not meet in the ſame Heaven hereafter > why we ſhou'd not love 
like Brethren and Members of the ſame Body here. If we do not, 
*rwill not be through any fault of my Principles. And methinks zhey 
muſt for that reaſon, be moſt agreeable to the Rules and Spirit of the 
Goſpel. And no one ſhall ever perſwade me, that whilſt I feel in 
mine own Heart a ſuperlative Love to my GOD and Saviour, 
and a cordial Affection to al my Brethren in Chriſt, even to 
them that will hardly 'own me, or hope for my Salvation, I 
can never be ſuch a*Schiſmatic as is ſeparated from the Body of 
Chriſt, or no Member of the Catholic Church. VAT INS. Þ | 
IN fhort, it ſeems to me impoſſible that all Chriſtians ſhou*d If 
exadly agreed about all the leſſer Matters in Religion, but tis ve 
poſſũble and eaſie to exerciſe. murual Love and Forbearauce. 4s fi 
as we have attain'd to walk by the ſame Rule, tho we don't ** 
„ 3 f RE a 3 5 , — 2 r ij 
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ri may find his defective in one or both theſe Inſtances. Certain it 


d'to ſhow | 
tthe thivgs wherein we are zprecd, have force enough etw 
page dig ſnaler Diſerges) 20 prompe an hea mutual | FR" 
nd this Coarſe I an perſwaded won'd mucti more'efeually | _ 
nite the Chriſtian World, and bring them to an Agredm dt in Bee 
lief, and to Uniformity iti Worſhip, ' than to impoſe upon drbers, - and = 
by Forct or 'Noiſz, 'endezvour to bring chem e& ſUbſeribe 
Gates, and follow our Faſhions. II WSU * 11 3 2 
AND now whether Mr. Norris will think fit to deſpiſe 
ſwer as 7mpertinent Scribble, or rephh to it, 1 ſhall Bor be greatly 
concern d. He will find me either willing to retract, or able tw = 
defend Nr 'Oilly if he thinks fit to conſider this Mat- 
ter afreſb, and continue tlie Charge, I would deſire him to State the | 
True Not ion of Church Unity, us what Breach upom it is the 
Sin of Schiſm, what Guilt they incur that commit this S udd prove 
the whole by inconteſlible Scripture "Evidence, For- Wat ut 2 
and diftin# Notions, is what generally perplexes the Dealers in : 
Controverſy, and want of Scriprure Evidence what renders their Aw 
gument ſo void of force. And I believe upon a Review, Mr. Nor- 


ſh3 in the ſome Aſſemblies, nor with the /amg Rites: 


94 


is, that general Talk of Church Unity will not prove us Schiſmatics, 
till we know what is meant by it, and what Departures from it will 
incur the Guilt of this Sin, in both which Inſtances I think Mr. 

Norris's Charge fails. 85 
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Poſt-ſcript. 
Thought at firſt to have afforded his Poſtſcript about Moderation 
a diſt ind Review, but upon ſecond Thoughts I eſteem it unnecel+ 
{ary. He who thinks the Church Conſtituted with ſo much Tem- 
per and Exatneſs, as to come up to that State of Mediocrity where- 
in the Nature of Virtue conſiſts, is too far gone in Bigotry to bs 
fetch'd by any ſerious Arguments, Upon theſe terms, no one indi- 
ferent Ceremony can be given up, no Regulations can be made in 


the defective Diſcipline of the Church, no Alterations in the Public E. f 
Liturgy without heinous Sin; for every ſuch Change muſt be to 


the Biſadvantage of the Chnſlitution; gs San * on one 
ty whe 


fide or other, from that juſt Medi rein Virtue conſiſts, 
muſt be Vicious, which is a Change to diſadvantage. And I can't 
wonder, that a Man under ſuch a bright Deluſion of Fancy, ſhou'd 
manifeſt a diſlike of Moderatipn. Nor can they have any Excuſe, 


/ 


, 


_—_ 


cout. —) ↄ —— — —— — 


deine any Favour Ma 4 with ſuch an aaf; 
_ Ack: form'd is, muſt have A 
* Migheſf meaſure, that cou'd contr 2 UTE: 
Hen. tae wt to be the Pr 
Ale 1 


Frazlty * in — 
ſelves pe _ away 2 this rate 


